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The  proposed  land  use  plan  contains  wilderness  recommendations,  subject  to 
change  during  administrative  review,  on  236,780  acres  of  public  land  in 
White  Pine,  Nye,  and  Lincoln  Counties,  Nevada.  The  action  responds  to  the 
mandate  of  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976 
to  review  all  public  land  roadless  areas  of  5,000  acres  or  more  and  roadless 
islands  having  wilderness  characteristics;  determine  their  suitability  or 
nonsuitability  for  wilderness  designation;  and  report  these  suitability 
recommendations  to  the  President  no  later  than  October  21,   1991. 

For  Further  information  contact:  Mr.  Gene  L.  Drais,  Egan  Resource  Area 
manager  at  Star  Route  5,   Box  1,   Ely,   Nevada  89301   or  call    (702)   289-4865. 

Date  final  statement  was  made  available  to  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  and  the  public: 
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ABBREVIATIONS 

AUM  -  Animal  Unit  Month 

BLM  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

BM  -  Bureau  of  Mines 

CFR  -  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 

DLE  -  Desert  Land  Entry 

EIS  -  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

FLPMA  -  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976 

NDOW  -  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife 

ORV  -  Off-Road  Vehicle 

RA  -  Resource  Area 

RMP  -  Resource  Management  Plan 

USGS  -  United  States  Geologic  Survey 

WSA  -  Wilderness  Study  Area 
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SUMMARY 


PURPOSE 


The  purpose  of  the  proposed  actions  is  to  manage  and  preserve  the  wilderness 
characteristics  on  107,035  acres  within  all  or  part  of  three  of  the  four 
wilderness    study   areas    (WSA's)    in   the   Egan  Resource  Area   and   to  manage   the 


remaining  129,745  acres  within 
than  wilderness. 

The    four    WSA's    being    studied 
Plan  (RMP).     These  study  areas 

all    or  part  of  three  WSA's  for  purposes  other 

are    covered    by    the    Egan    Resource   Management 
are  listed  below: 

WSA  Name 

WSA  Number              Acreage         County 

NV-040-015 

35,594 

White  Pine/Elko 

NV-040-154 

47, ,268 

Nye 

NV-040-166 

57,002 

Nye 

NV-040-168 

96,916 

Lincoln/White  Pine 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan'  s  Well 
South  Egan  Range 

ISSUES 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area  Wilderness  EIS  encompassed 
issues  identified  by  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  staff;  by  the  public 
during  formal  scoping  meetings  on  issue  identification  in  Ely  and  Reno; 
during  a  public  scoping  period  held  from  July  16  to  August  31,  1981;  and 
from  comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by  federal,  state,  and 
local  agencies.  The  environmental  issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this 
EIS  are  listed  below: 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Impacts  on  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

Impacts  on  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout  Habitat 

The  following  issues  were  identified  during  scoping  but  were  not  selected 
for  detailed  analysis  in  the  EIS. 

Economic  Impacts  on  Livestock  Operations 

Impacts  on  Air  Quality  Classification 

Impacts  on  State  and  Private  Inholdings 

Impacts  of  Wilderness  Designation  on  Reintroduction  of  Bighorn  Sheep 

Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

Impacts  on  Hunter  and  Trapper  Access 

Impacts  on  Wildlife 

Impacts  on  Military  Air  Operations  Over  Wilderness  Areas 

Impacts  on  Threatened  or  Endangered  Species 

Impacts  on  Soil  Erosion 


GOSHUTE  CANYON 

ALTERNATIVES  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

The  alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:  a  proposed  action  for  each 
WSA;  a  no  wilderness  and  an  all  wilderness  alternative  for  each  WSA-  and 
partial   wilderness  alternatives  for  the  four  WSA's. 

GOSHUTE  CANYON  WSA 
NV-040-015 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  22,225  acres  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  (including  5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural 
Area/Instant  Study  Area)  and  13,369  acres  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  highly  scenic  values,  special 
geologic  features,  stands  of  bristlecone  pine,  and  Bonneville  'cutthroat 
trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative  impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  on  approximately  200  acres.  The  remaining  13  169 
nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  small 
heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness  designation  would  be 
foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims.  All  lands  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA  and  development 
of  these  resources  is  not  expected  to  take  place.  There  would  be  no  impacts 
on  the  exploration  or  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be 
negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion. 


SUMMARY 

The  harvest  of  60  fir  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  very  minor  impact 
since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland 
products  harvest  within  the  nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  211  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 
Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because  stabilization 
projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  35,594-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  including  5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute 
Canyon  Natural   Area/Instant  Study  Area. 

CONCLUSIONS  . 

The  result  of  designation  of  the  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  as 
wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  the  special  geologic 
features,  highly  scenic  values,  stands  of  bristlecone  pine,  and  the 
Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  92  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  24  acres  within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation  occurs.  A  small 
heap-leach  operation  would  not  occur  due  to  lack  of  valid  and  existing 
claims. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral  leasing. 
Geophysical  exploration  totalling  13  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to  tighter 
wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources 
is  low  within  the  WSA  and  exploration  and  development  is  not  expected  to 
take  place. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be 
negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the  WSA  as  a 
result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 

The  harvest  of  450  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  and  780  cords  of  fuel  wood 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products 
readily  available  outside  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand. 


GOSHUTE  CANYON 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 
Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because  stabilization 
projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  26,436  acres  (including 
5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area/Instant  Study  Area)  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,158  acres  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  highly  scenic  values,  special 
geologic  features,  stands  of  bristlecone  pine,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat 
trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative  impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  on  approximately  130  acres.  The  remaining  9,028 
nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  small 
heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness  designation  would  be 
foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims.  All  lands  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unl eased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of .  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be 
negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion. 


SUMMARY 

The  harvest  of  270  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  and  420  cords  of  fuel  wood 
and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products 
readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  240  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 
Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because  stabilization 
projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  35,594-acre  WSA  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation,  including  the  5,009  acres  of  the 
Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area/Instant  Study  Area. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities  of  the  Goshute 
Canyon  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  260  acres  in  the  southern  and 
western  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly  scenic  values 
within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  The  geologic  features,  bristlecone 
pine  stands  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  would  not  be  affected  by 
a  no  wilderness  designation.  The  remaining  35,334  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness  values. 

All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to 
mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
of  mineral   resources. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  leasing.  There  would 
be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  recreational   ORV  use. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 
Management  would  be  slightly  easier  because  stabilization  projects  would  not 
have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


PARK  RANGE  WSA 
NV-040-154 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (All  Wilderness  Alternative) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The    result   of  designation   of   the    Park   Range   WSA   as   wilderness   would    be   to 

preserve     the  naturalness,      outstanding     opportunities     for     solitude     and 

primitive    and  unconfined    recreation;    the    pristine   mountain  meadows,    highly 

scenic  values,  and  the  archaeological   values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  2  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  1  acre  within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation  occurs.  Favorability 
for  development  of  mineral  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development 
of  mineral   resources  is  not  expected. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral  leasing. 
Geophysical  exploration  totalling  1.5  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to  tighter 
wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  exploration  or  development  of 
energy  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not  expected  to 
take  place. 

There  would  be  negligible  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.   1 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  recommends  38,573  acres  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  and  8,695  acres  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  highly  scenic  values,  pristine 
mountain  meadows,  and  archaeological  values.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to 
the  perception  of  wilderness  qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  300  acres.  The  remaining  8,395  nonsuitable 
acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 


SUMMARY 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  forgone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Neither  exploration 
nor  development  of  mineral  resources  is  anticipated  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  negligible  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 


NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  47,268-acre  WSA  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  perception  of  wilderness  qualities  of 
the  Park  Range  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  300  acres  in  the  northern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  would  be  unaffected.  The  highly  scenic  values  and  other  special 
features  within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  The  remaining  46,968  acres 
would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

All  lands  within  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral 
resources. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  leasing.  There  would 
be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 


RIORDAN'S  WELL  WSA 
NV-040-166 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  37,542  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  19,460  acres  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  geologic  features,  highly 
scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat.  Long-term 
negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  6,660  acres.  The  remaining  12,800 
nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  31  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development  activity  expected  within  the 
suitable  portion  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  9  acres 
if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  ponds,  support  and  beneficiation  facilities 
for  the  mine  would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All 
lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral    resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be  a 
minor  impact  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  suitable  portion. 
Minor  cattle  trespass  would  continue  as  a  result  of  the  allotment  boundary 
fence  not  being  allowed.  Increased  forage  within  the  suitable  portion  would 
be  foregone  by  disallowing  portions  of  two  seedings.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

The  harvest  of  1,000  post  and  poles  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor 
impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on 
woodland  product  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


SUMMARY 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  122  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  57,002-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designation  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be 
to  preserve  the  naturalness  and  excellent  opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  geologic  features,  highly 
scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat.  Even  with 
wilderness  designation,  long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  would  occur  on  approximately  15  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  47  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  and  development  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur 
would  be  reduced  to  15  acres  within  the  WSA  if  designation  occurs.  Tailings 
ponds,  support  and  beneficiation  facilities  for  the  mine  would  be  located 
outside  of  the  WSA. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral  leasing.  Two 
wildcat  oil  wells  would  be  drilled  on  existing  leases.  Geophysical 
exploration  totalling  6  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to  tighter  wilderness 
restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low 
within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not  expected. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be  a 
negative  impact  to  grazing  facility  construction.  The  absence  of  some 
additional  water  developments  would  not  affect  current  grazing,  however, 
better  cattle  distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Minor  cattle  trespass 
would  continue  as  a  result  of  the  allotment  boundary  fence  not  being 
allowed.  Increased  forage  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone  by  disallowing 
two  seedings  and  one  chaining. 

The  harvest  of  8,100  cords  of  fuelwood,  1,400  posts  and  poles  and  commercial 
sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor 
impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  WSA  could 
satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  185  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


RIORDAN'S  WELL 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  45,791  acres  of  the 
Riordan's  Well  'WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  as  well  as  an 
additional  2,405  acres  located  outside  of  the  WSA.  The  remaining  11,211 
acres  of  the  WSA  are  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  excellent  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  geologic  features,  highly 
scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat.  Long-term 
negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  5,200  acres.  The  remaining  6,011 
nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  47  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development  activity  expected  within  the 
suitable  portion  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  15  acres 
if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  ponds,  support  and  beneficiation  facilities 
for  the  mine  would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All 
lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral    resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be  a 
negative  impact  to  grazing  facility  construction.  The  absence  of  some 
additional  water  developments  would  not  affect  current  grazing,  however, 
better  cattle  distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Minor  cattle  trespass 
would  continue  as  a  result  of  the  allotment  boundary  fence  not  being 
allowed.  Increased  forage  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
foregone  by  disallowing  portions  of  two  seedings  and  one  chaining.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  harvest  of  14,100  cords  of  fuelwood  and  2,400  posts  and  poles  and 
commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland 
products  readily  available  outside  of  this  area  could  satisfy  demand.  There 
would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 
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SUMMARY 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  148  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  57,002-acre  area  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities  of  the  Riordan's 
Well  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  10,675  acres  in  the  southern  and 
north-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly  scenic  values 
within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  Special  geologic  features,  ponderosa 
pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat  would  not  be  affected  by  a  no  wilderness 
designation.  The  remaining  46,327  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness 
values. 

All  lands  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral   resources. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  leasing.  There  would 
be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction 
within  the  Riordan's  Well   WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

There  would  be  no  impact  to  recreational   ORV  use. 
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SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE  WSA 
NV-040-168 

PROPOSED  ACTION  [No  Wilderness  Alternative) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  entire  96,916-acre  area  as  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities  of  the  South  Egan 
Range  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  1,500  acres  in  the  northern  and 
eastern  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly  scenic  values, 
including  bristlecone  pine,  unique  geologic  features,  and  raptor  habitat 
would  not  be  impaired  or  affected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation.  The 
remaining  95,416  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

All  lands  within  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral    resources. 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  leasing.  There  would 
be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  recreational   ORV  use. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternat ' -e  recommends  the  entire  96,916-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designation  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be 
to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  geologic  features,  highly 
scenic  values,  bristlecone  pine,  and  raptor  habitat  would  also  be 
preserved.  Long-term  physical  impacts  to  the  wilderness  quality  of  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  occur  on  about  14  acres. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  17  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  4  acres  within  the  WSA  if  designation  occurs.  Favorability  for 
development  of  mineral  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  of 
mineral   resources  is  not  expected. 
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SUMMARY 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral  leasing.  Two 
wildcat  oil  wells  would  be  drilled  on  existing  leases.  Geophysical 
exploration  totalling  5  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to  tighter  wilderness 
restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low 
within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not  expected. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be 
minor  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction.  Most  of  the  disallowed 
projects  (prescribed  burns,  seedings,  and  water  developments)  could  be 
located  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  and  still  achieve  the  same  goals. 
Absence  of  these  projects  within  the  WSA  would  have  no  impact  on  current 
grazing  in  the  area. 

The  harvest  of  540  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  and  360  cords  of  fuelwood 
and  commercial  sales  of  pinyon  pine  nuts  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 
This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available 
outside  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.   1 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  recommends  57,660  acres  of  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  39,256  acres 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  features  such  as 
bristlecone  pine,  caves,  raptor  habitat,  and  highly  scenic  values. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  300  acres.  The  remaining 
38,956  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  4  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  within  the  suitable  portion 
if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  eliminated  if  designation  occurs  due 
to  lack  of  valid  claims.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 
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SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unl eased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsui table  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  energy  resources  within  the  nonsui table  portion 
of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  maintenance.  There  would  be 
minor  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within  the  suitable  portion. 
The  disallowed  projects  (prescribed  burns,  seedings,  and  a  stock  reservoir) 
could  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  and  still  achieve  the  same 
goals.  Absence  of  these  projects  within  the  suitable  portion  would  have  no 
impact  on  current  grazing  in  the  area.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing 
facility  construction  within  the  nonsui table  portion. 

The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products 
readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the 
nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  192  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  16,560  acres  of  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  80,356  acres 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special  features  such  as 
bristlecone  pine,  caves,  raptor  habitat,  and  highly  scenic  values. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  1,500  acres.  The  remaining 
78,856  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  of 
mineral  resources  is  not  anticipated  to  occur  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral   resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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SUMMARY 

Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Favorability  for 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA.  Development 
of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance  and  construction. 

The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products 
readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreational  ORV  use  of  54  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone.  The 
impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 
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UriAr  I  tH     I 

Introduction 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


The  purpose  of  the  proposed  actions  is  to  manage  and  preserve  the  wilderness 
characteristics  on  107,035  acres  within  all  or  part  of  three  of  the  four 
wilderness  study  areas  (WSA's)  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area  and  to  manage  the 
remaining  129,745  acres  within  all  or  part  of  three  WSA's  for  purposes  other 
than  wilderness. 

The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA)  directs  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  to  manage  the  public  lands  and  their 
resources  under  the  principles  of  multiple  use  and  sustained  yield.  Section 
603  of  FLPMA  requires  a  wilderness  review  of  BLM  roadless  areas  of  5,000 
acres  or  more  and  roadless  islands.  The  BLM  inventory  process  identified 
WSA's  which  have  the  mandatory  wilderness  characteristics  of  size, 
naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and/or  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  of  recreation.  Suitable  or  nonsuitable  wilderness 
recommendations  for  each  WSA  will  be  presented  to  the  President  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  October  21,  1991.  The  President  has  until 
October  21,  1993,  to  send  his  recommendations  to  the  Congress.  Areas  can  be 
designated  wilderness  only  by  an  act  of  Congress.  If  designated  as 
wilderness,  an  area  would  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  Wilderness  Act 
of  1964,  the  BLM's  Wilderness  Management  Policy,  and  a  wilderness  management 
plan  to  be  preDared  for  each  designated  area. 

LOCATION 

The    Egan    Resource    Area  is    located    in    east-central     Nevada,     encompassing 

portions    of   White    Pine,  Lincoln,    and   Nye    Counties.      Refer   to   the   Location 

Map  and  Wilderness  Study  Area  Map  for  the  locations  of  the  four  WSA's  within 
the  Resource  Area. 

TABLE    1 

WBLDERNE88   STUDY   AREAS 

Over! ap  with  Other 


WSA  Name 

WSA  Number 

Acres 

County 

Districts/Resource  Areas 

Goshute  Canyon 

NV-040-015 

35,594* 

White  Pine,  Elko 

Elko  District 

Park  Range 

NV-040-154 

47,268 

Nye 

Battle  Mountain  District 

Riordan' s  Well 

NV-040-166 

57,002 

Nye 

Battle  Mountain  District/ 
Schell   Resource  Area 

South  Egan  Range 

NV-040-168 

96,916 

White  Pine, 
Lincoln,  Nye 

Schell   Resource  Area 

*     This  acre  figure  includes  the  5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural   Area  located 
within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA. 
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NF  -  Humboldt  National  Forest 
IR  -  Indian  Reservation 
RL  -  Ruby  Lake 


EGAN  RESOURCE  AREA 


LOCATION  MAP 


040-015     GOSHUTE  CANYON 
040-154    PARK  RANGE 
040-166    RIORDAN'S  WELL 
040-168    SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 
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PLANNING  PROCESS 

The  BLM  requires  public  lands  to  be  covered  by  a  multiple-use  land  use 
plan.  The  Egan  Resource  Area's  land  use  plan  is  called  a  resource 
management  plan.  The  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP)  was  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  BLM's  planning  regulations  (43  CFR  1601).  Wilderness 
was  just  one  of  the  resources  included  in  the  plan.  A  separate  document, 
the  Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  was  prepared  simultaneously  with  the 
RMP.  This  document,  made  available  to  the  public  and  the  land  managers, 
provided  the  additional  analysis  needed  for  wilderness  study  that  could  not 
be  included  in  the  RMP  due  to  space  restrictions. 

The  Wilderness  Study  Policy,  a  national  policy  that  guides  the  wilderness 
studies,  was  issued  by  the  BLM  in  February  1982,  after  public  review.  It 
mandates  two  criteria  and  six  quality  standards  that  must  be  addressed 
during  wilderness  study.  For  more  detailed  information  refer  to  the  actual 
Wilderness  Study  Policy,  available  from  any  BLM  office,  or  refer  to  Appendix 
A  for  definitions  of  the  criteria  and  quality  standards. 

In  the  draft  Egan  Resource  Area  RMP/EIS,  which  constituted  the  draft  version 
of  this  document,  alternatives  were  designated  by  letters  (A  through  E) 
corresponding  to  the  overall  resource  management  alternatives.  The 
Wilderness  Technical  Report  which  accompanied  the  RMP  referred  to  the 
alternatives  by  the  names,  "All  Wilderness,"  "No  Wilderness,"  "Wilderness 
Emphasis,"  "Wilderness  De-emphasis,"  and  the  "Preferred  Alternative." 

These  designations  would  be  confusing  now  that  the  wilderness  document  has 
been  separated  from  the  RMP/EIS.  In  addition,  the  wilderness  alternatives 
are  arranged  in  a  different  order  in  this  document,  and  the  "No  Action" 
alternative  has  been  dropped.  For  these  reasons,  no  letter  designations 
have  been  used  for  the  alternatives  in  this  final  wilderness  EIS.  The 
alternatives  are  now  referred  to  throughout  the  document  simply  as  "No 
Wilderness,"  "All  Wilderness,"  or  "Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1,  Mo. 
2,  etc.,"  as  appropriate. 

Refer  to  Table  2  for  a  comparison  of  how  the  alternatives  were  treated  in 
the  various  documents. 

CHANGES  FROM  DRAFT  EIS  TO  FINAL  EIS 

As  a  result  of  comments  on  the  draft  EIS  and  additional  field  review,  the 
Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  WSA  was  changed.  The  new  Proposed 
Action  in  this  document  is  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative.  The  old 
Preferred  Alternative  excluded  437  acres  of  seeding  on  the  west  bench. 
After  careful  review,  it  was  found  only  40  acres  of  the  seeding  was  actually 
within  the  WSA  boundary.  It  was  determined  that  the  40  acres  of  seeding  did 
not  affect  the  naturalness  of  the  WSA  and  did  not  warrant  a  separate 
alternative.  The  old  Preferred  Alternative  was,  therefore,  dropped. 
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TABLE   2 

ALTERNATIVE  COMPARISON  BETWEEN 

DOCUMENTS 


RMP  Alternatives 

Wilderness  Technical 
Report  Alternatives 

WSA  Name/Suitable 

Acreage 

WSA  Specific  Alte 

rnatives  in  Final   EIS 

Preferred  Alternative/ 
Proposed  Action 

Preferred  Alternative/ 
Proposed  Action 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan's  Well 
South  Egan  Range 
Total 

22,225 

47,268 

37,542 

0 

106,598 

Proposed  Action  - 
Proposed  Action  - 
Proposed  Action  - 
Proposed  Action  - 

(Partial  No.    1) 
(All   Wilderness) 
(Partial   No.    1) 
(No  Wilderness) 

Alternative  A 

No  Wilderness 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan's  Well 
South  Egan  Range 
Total 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

No  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 
No  Wilderness 

Alternative  B 
Alternative  E 

All  Wilderness 
All   Wilderness 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan' s  Well 
South  Egan  Range 
Total 

35,594 
47,268 
57,002 
96,996 
236,860 

All   Wilderness 
All   Wilderness 
All   Wilderness 
All   Wilderness 

Alternative  C 

Wilderness  Emphasis 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan's  Well 
South  Egan  Range 
Total 

26,436 
38,573 
45,791 
57,660 
168,460 

Partial  No.   2 
Partial   No.   1 
Partial  No.   2 
Partial   No.   1 

Alternative  D 

Wilderness  De-Emphasis 

Goshute  Canyon 
Park  Range 
Riordan' s  Well 
South  Egan  Range 
Total 

0 
34,042 
30,363 
16,560 
80,965 

No  Wilderness 

(Not  carried  forward  in  analysis)  * 
(Not  carried  forward  in  analysis)   * 
Partial   No.   2 

*  Refer  to  the  'Alternatives  Considered  But  Dropped'  Section  in  this  chapter. 


SCOPING 

Scoping  for  this  document  actually  started  in  1978  with  the  beginning  of  the 
wilderness  review.  Comment  periods  held  during  this  early  review  focused 
mostly  on  the  presence  or  absence  of  wilderness  characteristics  in  the  areas 
under  review.  Other  issues  began  surfacing  at  that  time,  however.  These 
same  issues  came  up  time  and  time  again  throughout  scoping.  Some  of  the 
issues  dealt  with  potential  conflicts  with  wilderness  designation  and  other 
resource  uses.  These  issues  included:  mineral  and  energy  conflicts, 
restrictions  on  livestock  grazing,  access  for  hunters  and  trappers,  access 
to  and  restrictions  on  development  of  private  land  surrounded  by  wilderness 
and  restrictions  on  fuelwood  and  Christmas  tree  harvest.  Other  issues  dealt 
with  the  loss  of  wilderness  characteristics  without  protection,  the  need  to 
provide  primitive  recreation  opportunities,  and  the  protection  afforded 
wildlife  and  wildlife  habitat.  A  more  detailed  discussion  of  the  issues 
raised  are  presented  at  the  end  of  this  section. 

On  July  16,  1981,  a  "Notice  of  Intent"  for  the  preparation  of  the  Egan 
Resource  Management  Plan  (including  wilderness)  appeared  in  the  Federal 
Register  to  announce  formally  the  beginning  of  the  planning  process.  This 
initial  phase  (July  16  -  August  31,  1981)  involved  developing  the  issues 
that  the  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  would  be  addressing.  An  additional 
comment  period  was  held  from  April  15  to  May  21,  1982,  to  identify  planning 
criteria.  An  active  public  involvement  process  aided  in  developing  the 
EIS.  Public  opinion  was  elicited  through  public  meetings  in  Ely  and  Reno. 
In  addition,  the  Ely  District  mailed  scoping  information  and  copies  of  the 
draft  EIS  to  the  people  and  organizations  on  the  wilderness  mailing  list; 
issued  press  releases  to  the  newspapers  in  Nevada  and  Utah;  and  presented 
briefings  to  the  Nevada  State  Clearinghouse,  Nevada  Congressional 
delegations,  local  governments,  Native  American  groups,  planning 
commissions,  and  civic  organizations. 

Development  of  Issues 

Issues  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  environmental  issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  follow. 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.  The  wilderness  values  such  as 
naturalness,  opportunities  for  solitude,  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation,  and  various  special  features  of  the  WSA  could  benefit  from 
wilderness  designation.  The  same  values  may  be  adversely  affected  by 
uses  and  actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSA's  not  be  designated 
wilderness.  The  significance  of  these  beneficial  or  adverse  impacts  is 
an  issue  for  analysis  in  the  EIS. 
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2.  Impacts  on  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources. 
Wilderness  designation  could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and 
known  mineral  resources  by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  mineral 
entry.  Development  of  existing  mineral  resources  within  designated 
wilderness  areas  could  be  affected  by  wilderness  management 
restrictions.  The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  the  development 
of  potential  and  known  mineral  resources  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in 
the  EIS. 

3.  Impacts  on  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources.  Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  the  development  of  potential  and  known  energy 
resources  by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  Development  of  existing  energy  resources  within  designated 
wilderness  areas  could  be  affected  by  wilderness  management 
restrictions.  The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  the  development 
of  potential  and  known  energy  resources  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in  the 
EIS. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction.  Wilderness 
designation  could  affect  livestock  operations  By  precluding  some 
planned  range  development  projects  necessary  for  utilization  of  forage 
at  planned  levels.  The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  the 
maintenance  and  construction  of  grazing  and  range  management  projects 
in  the  WSA's  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in  the  EIS. 

5.  Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest.  Wilderness  designation  would 
prohibit  tfie  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  fuelwood,  Christmas 
trees,  posts,  and  poles  within  the  wilderness  areas.  It  would  also 
prohibit  the  commercial  sale  of  pine  nuts.  The  impact  of  foregoing  the 
harvest  of  this  resource  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  for  the 
Goshute  Canyon,  Riordan's  Well,  and  South  Egan  Range  WSA's.  The 
analysis  is  not  an  issue  in  the  Park  Range  WSA  because  of  its 
remoteness  and  the  lack  of  interest  in  the  area's  woodland  products. 

6.  Impacts  on  Recreational  Off  Road  Vehicle  Use.  Wilderness  designation 
would  eliminate  the  use  of  recreational  off-road  vehicles  (ORV's)  off 
the  cherrystemmed  routes  in  the  WSA's.  Eliminating  this  use  would 
shift  ORV  uses  currently  occurring  in  the  WSA's  to  adjacent  lands.  The 
impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  recreational  ORV  use  within  the 
WSA's  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in  the  EIS  only  on  the  South  Egan  Range, 
Riordan's  Well,  and  Goshute  Canyon  WSA's.  Rugged  terrain  and 
remoteness  precludes  ORV  use  in  the  Park  Range  WSA. 

7.  Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout  Habitat.  The  impact  of 
wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation  on  the  Bonneville  cutthroat 
trout,  a  Class  1  sensitive  species,  was  identified  as  an  issue  during 
the  scoping  process.  The  habitat  and  management  of  these  fish  could  be 
affected  with  wilderness  designation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  This 
impact  is  an  issue  for  analysis  in  this  EIS. 
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Issues  Not  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  following  issues  were  identified  in  scoping  but  were  not  selected  for 
detailed  analysis  in  this  EIS.  The  reasons  for  setting  each  of  the  issues 
aside  are  discussed  below. 

1.  Economic  Impact  on  Livestock  Operations.  Concerns  were  raised  that 
livestock  operators  could  be  required  to  modify  their  operations  within 
designated  wilderness  areas  in  a  manner  that  would  have  significant 
adverse  economic  impacts  on  their  business.  This  issue  was  considered 
but  dropped  from  detailed  analysis  because  the  BLM's  Wilderness 
Management  Policy  provides  for  the  continued  use  of  wilderness  areas 
Tor  livestock  operations  at  levels  appropriate  for  proper  rangeland 
management. 

The  management  practices  of  livestock  operators  in  the  four  WSA's  would 
continue  as  they  did  prior  to  wilderness  designation,  subject  to 
reasonable  controls.  The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  livestock 
operations  as  a  result  of  curtailment  of  planned  range  developments  is 
considered  in  Issue  4  above. 

2.  Impact  on  Air  Quality  Classification.  Concerns  were  raised  regarding 
the  interaction  between  wilderness  designation  and  air  quality 
classification.  The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states  that  BLM  will 
manage  all  wilderness  areas  to  comply  with  th~e  existing  state  air 
quality  classification  for  that  specific  area.  Wilderness  designation 
or  nondesignation  would  not  cause  the  air  quality  classification  to 
change.  This  issue  was,  therefore,  dropped  from  further  analysis  in 
the  EIS. 

3.  Impacts  on  State  and  Private  Inholdings.  The  impact  of  wilderness 
designation  or  nondesignation  on  State  or  private  land  inholdings  in 
WSA's  was  identified  as  an  issue  in  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS.  This 
issue  was  dropped  from  further  consideration  because  the  uses  on  these 
lands  are  not  expected  to  change  as  a  result  of  designation  or 
nondesignation. 

4.  Impact  of  Wilderness  Designation  on  Reintroduction  of  Bighorn  Sheep. 
The  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  has  noted  that  bighorn  sheep  could  be 
reintroduced  in  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  The  reintroduction  of 
bighorn  sheep,  if  it  occurs,  would  be  independent  of  the  designation  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness.  Since  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy  provides 
for  reintroduction  of  native  wildl  ife  species  anc3  potential 
reintroduction  efforts  are  speculative,  this  issue  was  not  selected  for 
analysis  in  the  EIS. 
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5.  Impact  on  Water  Quality.  The  issue  of  how  water  quality  would  be 
affected  By  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation  in  each  of  the 
WSA's  was  identified  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  This 
issue  was  not  considered  in  the  EIS  because  the  primary  influence  on 
water  quality  in  these  WSA's,  livestock  use,  would  not  vary 
sufficiently  with  or  without  wilderness  designation  to  affect  water 
quality  in  any  of  the  WSA's. 

6.  Impacts  to  Cultural  Resources.  Historic  and  prehistoric  cultural 
resources  are  known  to  occur  within  all  the  WSA's.  In  the  case  of  the 
Park  Range  WSA,  limited  inventory  has  determined  that  these  resources 
may  be  of  a  significant  nature.  Currently,  no  National  Register 
properties  occur  within  any  of  the  WSA's.  It  is  not  expected  that 
impacts  to  cultural  resources  occurring  from  casual  or  unregulated  uses 
would  vary  as  a  result  of  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation. 

In  addition,  prior  to  any  surface  disturbing  activity  such  as  mineral 
development,  seismic  exploration,  range  developments,  etc.,  a  cultural 
resource  inventory  is  required.  For  any  cultural  resources  identified 
during  the  inventory,  mitigating  measures  can  be  proposed  to  preserve 
the  scientific  information  and/or  lessen  the  physical  impacts.  The 
consideration  given  to  cultural  resources  is  in  accord  with  Bureau 
responsibilities  towards  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966  (36  CFR  800)  to  identify  those  properties 
which  are  eligible  or  potentially  eligible  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  Bureau  policy  is  to  protect, 
manage,  and  avoid  inadvertent  loss  of  cultural  resources  (BLM  Manual 
8100.06).  The  framework  for  this  policy  is  encompassed  by  a  body  of 
surface  protection  and  antiquities  legislation.  Thus,  under  any 
alternative,  impacts  to  cultural  resources  would  be  approximately  the 
same,  and  these  cultural  resources  would  be  protected  and  managed  in 
accordance  with  these  legislative  guidelines.  The  issue  of  impacts  to 
cultural  resources  from  wilderness  designation  was,  therefore,  dropped 
from  further  analysis. 

7.  Impacts  to  Hunter  and  Trapper  Use.  Impacts  to  hunters  and  trappers 
were  raised  as  an  issue,  both  in  terms  of  the  sport  continuing  and  in 
terms  of  access.  The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states  that  hunting, 
fishing,  and  trapping  are  compatible  with  wilderness  and  will  be 
allowed,  subject  to  applicable  State  and  Federal  laws  and  regulations. 
All  access  routes  cherrystemmed  from  the  WSA's  will  continue  to  provide 
for  motorized  access.  Consequently,  there  would  be  approximately  the 
same  level  of  impact  with  or  without  wilderness  designation.  This 
issue  was,  therefore,  dropped  from  further  consideration. 
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8.  Impacts  to  the  White  Pine  Power  Project.  Many  people  brought  up  the 
issue  of  how  wilderness  designation  bT"  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would 
affect  the.  White  Pine  Power  Project  which  is  proposed  to  be  built 
within  approximately  five  miles  of  the  WSA.  The  main  concern  was  air 
quality.  Under  the  Clean  Air  Act  (as  amended,  1977),  BLM-administered 
lands  were  given  Class  II  air  quality  classification,  which  allows  for 
moderate,  well-controlled  industrial  and  population  growth.  The  BLM 
will  manage  designated  wilderness  areas  as  Class  II  unless  they  are 
reclassified  by  the  State  as  a  result  of  the  procedures  prescribed  in 
the  Clean  Air  Act  (as  amended,  1977).  We  see  no  impact  to  the  White 
Pine  Power  Project  as  a  result  of  wilderness  designation  of  the  Goshute 
Canyon  WSA  and  have  not  carried  this  impact  topic  any  further  in  the 
analysis.  A  separate  environmental  impact  statement  was  prepared  for 
the  White  Pine  Power  Project. 

9.  Impacts  on  Wildlife.  Many  comments  during  scoping  and  on  the  Draft  RMP 
expressed  a  general  concern  for  wildlife  without  identifying  specific 
issues  associated  with  wildlife.  An  issue  dealing  with  wildlife  in 
general  was  considered  but  not  included  in  this  EIS  because  no  specific 
impacts  on  populations  or  the  habitat  of  any  specific  species  were 
identified.  Based  on  the  projections  of  development  in  the  four  WSA's, 
little  or  no  change  in  wildlife  populations  or  habitat  is  anticipated 
with  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation.  Prior  to  any  surface 
disturbing  activity,  impacts  to  wildlife  habitat  are  addressed  in  an 
environmental  analysis  of  the  proposed  activity(s). 

10.  Impacts  to  Military  Air  Operations  Over  Wilderness  Areas.  Low-level 
military  flights  over  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  occur  frequently.  It  is 
the  BLM's  policy  that  these  flights  are  compatible  with  wilderness. 
The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states  "Where  low  (military) 
overfl ight  Ts  a  problem,  or  expected  to  become  a  problem,  wilderness 
management  plans  will  provide  for  liaison  with  proper  military 
authorities,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  and  contact  with 
pilots  in  the  general  area  in  an  effort  to  reduce  low  flight." 

11.  Impacts  to  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species.  Wildlife  and  vegetation 
inventories  and  consultations  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
identified  two  listed  endangered  species  within  several  of  the  WSA's; 
the  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon. 

The  Riordan's  Well,  South  Egan  Range,  and  Goshute  Canyon  WSA's  have 
excellent  potential  for  bald  eagle  sightings. 

A  few  birds  'winter'  in  eastern  Nevada  (late  November  to  May).  As  a 
transient  species  wintering  in  eastern  Nevada,  bald  eagles  will  utilize 
tall  trees  such  as  white  fir  and  ponderosa  pine  for  roosting  sites. 
These  three  WSA's  do  contain  scattered  stands  of  tall  timber  suitable 
for  roosting,  however,  no  roosting  sites  have  been  documented  within 
the  WSA's. 
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Within  the  WSA's  involving  bald  eagles,  similar  disturbances  involving 
mineral  exploration  and  development  would  take  place  under  the  no 
wilderness  alternative.  Because  of  past  mining  interest,  most  of  the 
areas  where  mineral  exploration  and  development  are  expected  have  been 
previously  claimed.  Given  valid  and  existing  rights,  some  exploration 
and  development  is  also  anticipated  to  take  place  under  the  all 
wilderness  alternative. 

Regardless  of  wilderness  designation,  all  mineral  exploration  and 
development  notices  and  plans  submitted  under  the  3802  or  3809  mining 
regulations  would  be  reviewed  on  a  case  by  case  basis.  Environmental 
Assessments  would  be  written  for  the  above  actions  and  impacts  to  T&E 
species  would  be  analyzed.  Mitigating  measures  and  stipulations  would 
be  recommended  to  protect  any  known  habitat  that  could  be  adversely 
affected  by  mineral  activities. 

It  is  not  anticipated  that  any  of  the  mining  activities  analyzed  in 

this  document  would  adversely  affect  the  bald  eagle,  as  most  mining 

activity  occurs  during  the  months  in  which  the  birds  are  not  present 
(May  through  October). 

Another  form  of  disturbance  anticipated  within  the  above  mentioned 
WSA's  Lfnder  the  no  wilderness  alternative  is  vegetation  manipulation, 
either  through  prescribed  burn  or  mechanical  conversion. 

These  activities  would  take  place  before  or  after  the  eagles  have  left 
the  area  and  are  planned  for  pinyon-juniper  woodlands  only,  in  the 
lower  elevations.  Stands  of  scattered  tall  timber  in  the  higher 
elevations  would  not  be  affected  by  any  of  the  above  actions.  It  is 
the  BLM's  policy  that  conifers  such  as  white  fir  and  ponderosa  pine  not 
be  removed  because  of  their  scarcity,  importance  to  wildlife  including 
bald  eagles,  and  aesthetic  values.  Most  stands  of  ponderosa  pine 
within  eastern  Nevada  are  considered  to  be  genetic  pools  and  are 
preserved  as  seed  sources. 

The  peregrine  falcon  is  the  other  endangered  species  with  potential  of 
occurring  in  these  WSA's.  Although  numbers  of  the  peregrine  falcon  are 
not  well  documented  in  eastern  Nevada,  there  is  potential  for  sightings 
in  any  of  the  WSA's  at  any  time  of  the  year. 

The  peregrine  falcons  are  primarily  a  cliff  nesting  species  and 
generally  feed  on  smaller  shore  birds,  passerine  birds,  and  waterfowl. 
The  South  Egan  Range  WSA  has  excellent  potential  habitat  for  these 
falcons,  .virile  the  remaining  WSA's  also  offer  good  habitat. 

The  remote,  inaccessible  nature  of  potential  falcon  habitat  in  the  high 
cliff  areas  of  the  WSA's  provide  nearly  complete  protection  from  mans 
disturbances.  Also,  the  geologic  formations  which  comprise  potential 
habitat  for  the  peregrine  are  not  recognized  as  target  areas  for 
mineral  exploration  or  extraction,  therefore,  disturbances  from 
proposed  mining  activity  would  not  deter  the  peregrine  from  utilizing 
suitable  habitats  within  the  WSA's. 
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Although  the  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  may  be  sighted  in  certain 
WSA's,  there  are  no  documented  roosting  sites  for  the  bald  eagles  or 
nesting  sites  for  the  peregrine  falcon.  In  any  of  the  actions  or 
activities  analyzed  in  this  document,  the  needs  of  these  birds  would  be 
considered  under  any  of  the  alternatives  on  a  case  by  case  basis  and 
they  would  be  monitored  and  managed  as  endangered  species,  regardless 
of  wilderness  designation. 

Several  Category  3C  plant  species  have  been  identified  in  or  near 
several  of  the  WSA's.  Standard  policy  is  to  monitor  and  manage  these 
state-listed  sensitive  species  and  their  habitats  so  as  to  prevent  any 
of  these  species  from  declining  to  threatened  or  endangered  status. 
Thus,  under  any  alternative,  these  species  would  be  afforded 
consideration  and  protection.  The  issue  of  impacts  to  T&E  species  was, 
therefore,  dropped  from  further  analysis. 

A  Class  1  sensitive  species,  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  is 
discussed  as  a  separate  issue  pertaining  to  a  specific  WSA  (see  Issue 
Number  7,  Issues  for  Analysis) . 

12.  Impacts  on  Soil  Erosion.  It  is  not  expected  that  the  rate  of  soil 
erosion  occurring  from  casual  or  unregulated  uses  would  vary  as  a 
result  of  wilderness  designation  or  nondesignation.  Prior  to  surface 
disturbing  activities  such  as  mineral  and  energy  exploration,  range 
developments,  etc.,  an  environmental  assessment  would  be  prepared  and 
possible  impacts  on  soil  erosion  would  be  considered  and  mitigated  as 
necessary.  Therefore,  the  issue  of  impacts  on  soil  erosion  was  dropped 
from  further  consideration  since  the  impacts  would  be  approximately  the 
same  under  all  the  alternatives. 

Development  of  Alternatives 

Development  of  the  proposed  actions  is  guided  by  requirements  of  the 
Bureau's  Planning  Regulation^,  43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR),  part 
1600.  The  BLM's  Wilderness  5  ,udy  Policy  (Federal  Register  February  3,  1982) 
supplements  the  planning  regulations  by  providing  the  specific  factors  to  be 
considered  in  developing  suitability  recommendations  during  the  planning 
sequence. 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  those 
WSA's,  or  portions  of  WSA's,  with  high  quality  wilderness  values.  Under  the 
proposed  actions,  107,035  acres  would  be  recommended  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.  This  acreage  includes  22,225  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA, 
47,268  acres  of  the  Park  Range  WSA,  and  37,542  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA.  The  entire  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  recommended  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 
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Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Policy  calls  for  the  formulation  and  evaluation  of 
alternatives  ranging  from  resource  protection  to  resource  production  The 
alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS  include:  (1)  an  all  wilderness 
alternative  for  each  WSA;  (2)  a  no  wilderness  alternative  for  each  WSA  and- 
(3)  two  partial  wilderness  alternatives  for  Goshute  Canyon,  South  Egan 
Range,  and  Riordan's  Well  WSA's;  and  one  partial  wilderness  alternative  for 
the  Park  Range. 

One  of  the  partial  wilderness  alternatives  for  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2,  includes  2,405  acres  located  outside 
of  the  WSA  in  the  suitable  recommendation.  This  was  done  following  criteria 
1n  the  Wilderness  Study  Policy  which  allows  for  the  inclusion  of  acreage 
outside  of  the  WSA  in  the  suitability  recommendation  when  done  to  enhance 
the  manageability  of  the  area. 

In  this  document,  the  no  action  alternative,  as  required  by  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  and  the  no  wilderness  alternative  are  equivalent. 
Both  propose  continuation  of  management  as  outlined  in  the  existing  RMP  and 
recommend  the  WSA's  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness. 

The  all  wilderness  alternative  represents  the  maximum  possible  acreage  that 
could  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Partial  wilderness  alternatives  are  used  to  analyze  suitable  or  nonsuitable 
recommendations  ranging  between  the  all  wilderness  and  no  wilderness 
alternatives. 
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TABLE   3 
ALTERNATIVES  ANALYZED 

Goshute  Canyon         NV-040-015  Suitable  Acreage 

Proposed  Action  -  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  22,225 

All   Wilderness  Alternative  35,594 

Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  Mo.  2  26,436 

No  Wilderness  Alternative  0 

Park  Range  NV-040-154 

Proposed  Action  -  All   Wilderness  Alternative  47,268 

Partial   Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  38,573 

No  Wilderness  Alternative  0 

Riordan's  Well         NV-040-166 

Proposed  Action  -  Partial   Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  37,542 

All  Wilderness  Alternative  57,002 

Partial   Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  45,791 

No  Wilderness  Alternative  0 

South  Egan  Range     NV-040-168 

Proposed  Action  -  No  Wilderness  Alternative  0 

All  Wilderness  Alternative  96,916 

Partial   Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  57,660 

Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  16,560 
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Alternatives  Considered  But  Dropped  From  Further  Analysis 

Goshute  Canyon  WSA 

A  partial  alternative  was  raised  by  the  public  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
which  was  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  and  the  Wilderness 
Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  totaling  28,600 
acres.  It  was  referred  to  as  the  Conservationist's  Alternative.  This 
alternative  was  not  considered  separately,  as  two  similar  partial 
alternatives  were  already  considered. 

The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area/Instant  Study  Area  comprises  7,650  acres.  A 
total  of  5,009  acres  of  this  area  is  contained  within  the  Goshute  Canyon 
WSA.  The  remaining  2,641  acres  of  the  Natural  Area,  located  outside  of  the 
WSA,  were  found  to  lack  wilderness  characteristics  when  reviewed  on  their 
own  merit  and  were,  therefore,  not  carried  further  into  the  analysis.  The 
5,009  acres  of  the  Natural  Area  within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  are  fully 
covered  in  the  analysis  in  this  document.  A  separate  analysis  for  the 
Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  was  not  considered  necessary  and  was  dropped 
from  further  consideration. 

Park  Range  WSA 

The  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  (46,831  acres  suitable,  437 
acres  nonsuitable)  from  the  draft  document  has  been  dropped.  The 
alternative  was  formulated  to  exclude  a  437  acre  crested  wheatgrass  seeding 
along  the  WSA's  western  boundary.  After  reevaluation  it  appears  the  seeding 
within  the  WSA  is  only  40  acres  and  is  not  unnatural  enough  to  warrant 
excluding  it  from  the  Proposed  Action  (All   Wilderness)    in  this  document. 

In  addition,  the  Wilderness  De-emphasis  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range 
(34,042  acres  suitable  and  13,226  acres  nonsuitable)  from  the  draft  document 
was  dropped.  This  alternative,  4,531  acres  less  than  the  Wilderness 
Emphasis  Alternative,  was  found  to  be  very  similar  to  the  old  Wilderness 
Emphasis  Alternative  in  terms  of  wilderness  values  and  resource  conflicts. 
Since  the  Wilderness  De-emphasis  Alternative  does  not  contain  any  unique  or 
substantially  different  values  not  already  analyzed  in  this  document,  it  was 
not  carried  forward  for  analysis. 

Riordan's  Well  WSA 

A  partial  alternative  was  raised  by  the  public  for  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
which  was  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  plus  an  unidentified  400  acres 
on  the  west  side.  This  alternative  would  have  totalled  46,191  acres,  and 
was  referred  to  as  the  Conservationist's  Alternative.  Because  of  its 
similarity  to  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  and  the  lack  of  specific 
identification  of  the  400  acres,  this  alternative  was  not  carried  further  in 
the  analysis. 
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The  Wilderness  De-emphasis  Alternative  for  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  (30,363 
acres  suitable  and  26,639  acres  nonsuitable)  from  the  draft  document  has 
been  dropped.  The  Wilderness  De-emphasis  Alternative,  7,179  acres  less  than 
the  old  Preferred  Alternative  was  found  to  be  very  similar  to  the  Preferred 
Alternative  in  terms  of  wilderness  values  and  resource  conflicts.  Since  the 
Wilderness  De-emphasis  Alternative  does  not  contain  any  unique  or 
substantially  different  values  not  already  analyzed  in  this  document,  it  was 
not  carried  forward  for  analysis. 
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CHAPTER  2 
Proposed  Actions  and  Alternatives 

INTRODUCTION 

Since  the  pattern  of  future  actions  within  the  WSA's  cannot  be  predicted 
with  certainty,  assumptions  were  made  to  allow  the  analysis  of  impacts  under 
the  proposed  actions  and  alternatives.  These  assumptions  are  the  basis  of 
the  impacts  identified  in  this  EIS.  They  are  not  management  plans  or 
proposals,  but  represent  feasible  patterns  of  activities  which  could  occur 
under  the  alternatives  analyzed. 

All  Mineral  and  Range  Development  Maps  referred  to  in  this  chapter  are 
located  in  a  separate  map  section  between  Chapters  3  and  4. 

GOSHUTE  CANYON  WSA 
NV-040-015 

PROPOSED  ACTION  [Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.   1] 

The    Proposed  Action     recommends    22,225    acres    as     suitable    for    wilderness 

designation  (including      5,009      acres      of      the      Goshute      Canyon      Natural 

Area/Instant  Study  Area)  and  13,369  acres  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  17,016  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mining  laws;  5,009  acres  are  already  withdrawn 
because  of  the  natural  area  designation,  as  are  200  acres  for  the  Goshute 
Cave  Geologic  Area  designation.  Also,  subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights, 
22,225  acres  would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any  mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of 
designation,  prior  to  continued  operations.  The  remaining  13,369  acres 
would  continue  to  be  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.  As  of  1983,  63 
mining  claims  were  located  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  97 
claims  were  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion. 

A  total  of  63  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  result  from  mineral 
development. 

Four  of  the  former  producers  within  the  Cherry  Creek  Mining  District, 
located  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA,  which  is  recommended 
nonsuitable,  are  expected  to  recommence  as  small  underground  operations.  An 
estimated  39  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be  associated  with 
developing  two  of  the  existing  mines,  including  12  acres  of  disturbance 
caused  by  construction  of  haul    roads  to  join  the  properties  and  27  acres  of 
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disturbance  associated  with  stockpiles,  dumps,  settling  ponds,  and  facility 
construction.  The  two  remaining  operations  would  involve  an  estimated  12 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  each,  including  6  acres  for  settling  ponds  and 
dumps,   and  6  acres  for  facility  construction. 

Exploration  for  disseminated  gold  in  the  west-central  portion  of  the  WSA  and 
subsequent  development  of  a  heap-leach  gold  mining  operation  is  not 
anticipated  under  this  alternative  due  to  a  lack  of  valid  and  existing 
claims  in  the  area. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Oil  and  gas  potential  in  the  WSA  is  estimated  to  be  low.  Based  on  current 
exploration  trends,  some  seismic  exploration  is  anticipated  totalling  1  mile 
of  vibroseis  lines  on  the  east  and  west  benches  in  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  would 
total  2  acres. 

In  addition,  5  miles  of  helicopter  portable  surface  shot  geophysical 
exploration  would  take  place  across  the  nonsuitable  southern  portion  of  the 
WSA  on  an  east-west  axis.  Surface  disturbance  from  this  activity  would  be 
negligible.  Development  is  not  anticipated  on  the  oil  and  gas  leases  within 
the  WSA  based  on  known  occurrences  of  oil  and  gas  potential  for  the  region. 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
range  front  fault  on  the  east  side,  primarily  outside  of  the  WSA 
boundaries.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  is  not  anticipated  because 
of  more  favorable  potential  to  the  south  in  the  Monte  Neva  Known  Geothermal 
Resource  Area  located  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  624  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  and  550  AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may 
vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Three  drift  fences  totalling  1.75  miles,  three  spring  developments  with 
associated  troughs,  and  one  pipeline  totalling  3  miles  in  Log  Canyon  exist 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Vehicular  access  is  common  to  all 
of  the  above  range  developments  because  of  their  location  along  boundary 
roads  and  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  range  developments  would  continue  to  be 
maintained  with  vehicular  access  even  with  wilderness  designation. 
Maintenance  would  be  performed,  hov/ever,  under  the  wilderness  protection 
constraints  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


35 


GOSHUTE  CANYON 

All  of  the  proposed  range  developments  are  located  in  the  Goshute  Basin  area 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  (refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  Four 
spring  sources  would  be  developed  and  fenced  to  protect  the  riparian 
habitat.  Each  spring  would  have  water  piped  to  a  trough  outside  of  the 
fenced  exclosure.  All  proposed  development  of  the  spring  sources  and  fences 
would  be  subject  to  the  wilderness  protection  constraints  set  forth  in  the 
Wilderness  Management  Policy,   as  applied  to  construction  and  maintenance. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  22,225-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be 
available  as  a  Christmas  tree  or  fuelwood  cutting  area  for  private  use  or 
commercial    sales. 

In  the  13,369-acre  nonsuitable  portion,  130  acres  along  the  southwest 
boundary  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated  as  a  commercial  cutting  area  for 
Christmas  trees  and  fuelwood.  Approximately  390  Christmas  trees  would  be 
cut  e^/ery  6  years  and  approximately  780  cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  cut  in 
the  long  term.  About  1  mile  of  a  primitive  two-track  vehicle  route  would  be 
created  as  a  result  of  the  cutting. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  22,225-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  ORV  use  where  approximately  211  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are 
estimated  to  occur  annually.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the 
boundary  roads  and  along  7  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  13,369-acre 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to  be  open  to  ORV  use.  A  cave 
management  plan  would  be  prepared  for  Goshute  Cave  located  in  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbing  actions  are  not  anticipated  with 
this  plan. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  Management  Actions 

Management  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  would  be  coordinated 
with  implementation  of  the  Goshute  Basin  Allotment  Management  Plan  and  the 
revision  of  the  Goshute  Creek  Habitat  Management  Plan.  These  plans  would 
include  actions  to  help  protect  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  (Class  1  T&E) 
which  has  been  introduced  into  Goshute  Creek.  No  impacts  to  wilderness 
resources  are  anticipated. 

Actions  would  include  maintenance  of  the  upper  gabion  structure  in  Goshute 
Creek.  Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  because  of  the 
impractical ity  of  vehicular  access.  Other  watershed  stabilization  projects 
may  be  implemented  ranging  from  willow  waddling  along  the  banks  to 
construction  of  more  erosion  control  structures.  Changes  may  also  occur  in 
the  type  and  duration  of  livestock  grazing  in  the  Goshute  Basin  watershed 
area. 
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The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states: 

Certain  permanent  installations  to  maintain  conditions  for  wildlife 
and  fish,  upon  consideration  of  their  design,  placement,  duration, 
and  use  may  be  permitted  if  the  resulting  change  is  compatible  with 
preservation  of  wilderness  character  and  is  consistent  with 
wilderness  management  objectives  for  the  area,  and  if  the 
installations  are  the  minimum  necessary  to  accomplish  the  task. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  35,594-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  including  5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute 
Canyon  Natural   Area/Instant  Study  Area. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  30,385  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mining  laws;  5,009  acres  are  already  withdrawn 
because  of  the  natural  area  designation,  as  are  200  acres  for  the  Goshute 
Cave  Geologic  Area  designation.  Also,  subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights, 
35,594  acres  would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any  mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of 
designation,  prior  to  continued  operations.  As  of  1983,  160  mining  claims 
were  located  in  the  WSA. 

A  total  of  24  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  result  from  mineral 
development  within  the  WSA. 

Four  of  the  former  producers  within  the  Cherry  Creek  Mining  District, 
located  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  are  expected  to  recommence  as 
small  underground  operations.  An  estimated  16  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
would  be  associated  with  developing  two  of  the  existing  mines,  including  6 
acres  of  disturbance  caused  by  construction  of  haul  roads  to  join  the 
properties  and  10  acres  of  disturbance  associated  with  stockpiles  and 
dumps.  Portions  of  the  haul  road,  settling  ponds,  and  support  facilities 
would  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary.  The  two  remaining  operations 
would  involve  an  estimated  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance  each,  including 
stockpiles  and  dumps.  Settling  ponds  and  support  facilities  would  occur 
outside  of  the  WSA.  Prior  to  approval  of  the  plan  of  operations,  mitigating 
measures  would  be  adopted  to  minimize  impacts  to  the  wilderness  resource. 

Exploration  for  disseminated  gold   in  the  west-central    portion  of  the  WSA  and 

subsequent    development    of    a    heap-leach  gold    operation    is    not    anticipated 

under  this  alternative  because  of  a  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims  in  the 
area. 
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2  -  ALTERNATIVES 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Oil  and  gas  potential  within  the  WSA  is  estimated  to  be  low.  Based  on 
current  exploration  and  development  trends,  no  development  is  expected  to 
take  place  on  the  existing  oil   and  gas  leases  within  the  WSA. 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
range  front  fault  on  the  east  side,  primarily  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary. 
Development  of  geothermal  resources  is  not  anticipated  because  of  more 
favorable  potential  to  the  south  in  the  Monte  Neva  Known  Geothermal  Resource 
Area  located  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  1,174  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These 
levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Three  drift  fences  totalling  1.75  miles,  three  spring  developments  with 
associated  troughs,  and  two  pipelines  totalling  4.5  miles  in  Carlson  and  Log 
Canyons  exist  within  the  WSA.  Vehicular  access  is  common  to  all  of  the 
above  range  developments  because  of  their  location  along  boundary  roads  and 
cherrystemmed  routes.  The  range  developments  will  continue  to  be  maintained 
with  vehicular  access  even  with  wilderness  designation.  Maintenance  would 
be  performed,  however,  under  the  wilderness  protection  constraints  set  forth 
in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

Proposed  range  developments  are  located  in  the  Goshute  Basin  area  of  the  WSA 
(refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  Four  spring  sources  would  be  developed  and 
fenced  to  protect  the  riparian  habitat.  Each  spring  would  have  water  piped 
to  a  trough  outside  of  the  fenced  exclosure.  All  proposed  development  of 
the  spring  sources  and  fences  would  be  subject  to  the  wilderness  protection 
constraints  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy,  as  applied  to 
construction  and  maintenance. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

No  portions  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  available  for  Christmas  tree 
or  fuel  wood  cutting  areas  for  either  private  use  or  commercial    sales. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  320  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur  annually. 
Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  the  13  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes.  A  cave  management  plan  for  Goshute  Cave  will  be 
prepared.  Surface  disturbing  actions  are  not  anticipated  with  this  plan. 
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Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  Management  Actions 

Management  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  would  be  coordinated 
with  implementation  of  the  Goshute  Basin  Allotment  Management  Plan  and  the 
revision  of  the  Goshute  Creek  Habitat  Management  Plan.  These  plans  would 
include  actions  to  help  protect  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  (Class  1  T&E) 
which  has  been  introduced  into  Goshute  Creek.  No  impacts  to  wilderness 
resources  are  anticipated. 

Actions  would  include  maintenance  of  the  upper  gabion  structure  in  Goshute 
Creek.  Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  because  of  the 
impractical ity  of  vehicular  access.  Other  watershed  stabilization  projects 
may  be  implemented  ranging  from  willow  waddling  along  the  banks  to 
construction  of  more  erosion  control  structures.  Changes  may  also  occur  in 
the  type  and  duration  of  livestock  grazing  in  the  Goshute  Basin  watershed 
area. 

The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states: 

Certain  permanent  installations  to  maintain  conditions  for  wildlife 
and  fish,  upon  consideration  of  their  design,  placement,  duration, 
and  use  may  be  permitted  if  the  resulting  change  is  compatible  with 
preservation  of  wilderness  character  and  is  consistent  with 
wilderness  management  objectives  for  the  area,  and  if  the 
installations  are  the  minimum  necessary  to  accomplish  the  task. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  26,436  acres  (including 
5,009  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area/Instant  Study  Area)  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  9,158  acres  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  21,227  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mining  laws;  5,009  acres  are  already  withdrawn 
because  of  the  natural  area  designation,  as  are  200  acres  for  the  Goshute 
Cave  Geologic  Area  designation.  Also,  subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights, 
26,436  acres  would  be  withdrawn  from  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity 
examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any  mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of 
designation,  prior  to  continued  operations.  The  remaining  9,158  acres  would 
continue  to  be  open  for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.  As  of  1983,  64  mining 
claims  were  located  within  the  suitable  portion  and  96  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion. 

A  total  of  63  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  result  from  mineral 
development. 
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Four  of  the  former  producers  within  the  Cherry  Creek  Mining  District, 
located  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  which  is  recommended  nonsuitable 
are  expected  to  recommence  as  small  underground  operations.  An  estimated  39 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be  associated  with  developing  two  of  the 
existing  mines,  including  12  acres  of  disturbance  caused  by  construction  of 
haul  roads  to  join  the  properties  and  27  acres  of  disturbance  associated 
with  stockpiles,  dumps,  settling  ponds,  and  facility  construction.  The  two 
remaining  operations  would  involve  an  estimated  12  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  each,  including  6  acres  for  settling  ponds  and  dumps,  and  6 
acres  for  facility  construction. 

Exploration   for  disseminated  gold  in  the  west-central    portion  of  the  WSA  and 

subsequent    development    of    a    heap-leach  gold    operation    is    not    anticipated 

under  this  alternative  because  of  a  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims  in  the 
area. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Oil  and  gas  potential  in  the  WSA  is  estimated  to  be  low.  Based  on  current 
exploration  trends,  some  seismic  exploration  is  anticipated  totalling  2 
miles  of  vibroseis  lines  on  the  east  and  west  benches  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear 
tracks  would*  total  4  acres. 

In  addition,  5  miles  of  helicopter  portable  surface  shot  geophysical 
exploration  would  take  place  across  the  nonsuitable  southern  portion  of  the 
WSA  on  an  east-west  axis.  Surface  disturbance  from  this  activity  would  be 
negligible. 

Development  is  not  anticipated  on  the  oil  and  gas  leases  within  the  WSA 
based  on  known  occurrences  of  oil  and  gas  potential  for  the  region. 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
range  front  fault  on  the  east  side,  primarily  outside  of  the  WSA 
boundaries.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  is  not  anticipated  because 
of  more  favorable  potential  to  the  south  in  the  Monte  Neva  Known  Geothermal 
Resource  Area. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  663  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  and  511  AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may 
vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 
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One  drift  fence  .5  miles  long,  three  spring  developments  with  associated 
troughs,  and  one  pipeline  totalling  4.5  miles  in  Carlson  and  Log  Canyons 
exist  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Vehicular  access  is  common  to 
all  of  the  above  range  developments  because  of  their  location  along  boundary 
roads  and  cherry stemmed  routes.  The  range  developments  would  continue  to  be 
maintained  with  vehicular  access  even  with  wilderness  designation. 
Maintenance  would  be  performed,  however,  under  the  wilderness  protection 
constraints  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

All  of  the  proposed  range  developments  are  located  in  the  Goshute  Basin  area 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  (refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  Four 
spring  sources  would  be  developed  and  fenced  to  protect  the  riparian 
habitat.  Each  spring  would  have  water  piped  to  a  trough  outside  of  the 
fenced  exclosure.  All  proposed  development  of  the  spring  sources  and  fences 
would  be  subject  to  the  wilderness  protection  constraints  set  forth  in  the 
Wilderness  Management  Policy,  as  applied  to  construction  and  maintenance. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  26,436-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  Christmas  tree  or  fuelwood  cutting  either  for  private  use  or 
commercial   sales. 

In  the  nonsuitable  portion,  60  acres  along  the  southwest  boundary  of  the  WSA 
would  be  designated  as  a  commercial  Christmas  tree  and  fuelwood  sale  area. 
Approximately  180  trees  would  be  cut  ewery  6  years  and  approximately  360 
cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  cut  in  the  long  term. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  26,436  acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  ORV  use  where  approximately  240  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are 
expected  to  occur  annually.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the  boundary 
roads  and  along  3.5  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  9,158-acre 
nonsuitable  portion  would  continue  to  remain  designated  as  open  to  ORV  use. 
A  cave  management  plan  would  be  prepared  for  Goshute  Cave  located  in  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbing  actions  are  not  anticipated 
with  this  plan. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  Management  Actions 

Management  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  would  be  coordinated 
with  implementation  of  the  Goshute  Basin  Allotment  Management  Plan  and  the 
revision  of  the  Goshute  Creek  Habitat  Management  Plan.  These  plans  would 
include  actions  to  help  protect  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  (Class  1  T&E) 
which  has  been  introduced  into  Goshute  Creek. 
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Actions  would  include  maintenance  of  the  upper  gabion  structure  in  Goshute 
Creek.  Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  because  of  the 
impractical ity  of  vehicular  access.  Other  watershed  stabilization  projects 
may  be  implemented  ranging  from  willow  waddling  along  the  banks  to 
construction  of  more  erosion  control  structures.  Changes  may  also  occur  in 
the  type  and  duration  of  livestock  grazing  in  the  Goshute  Basin  watershed 
area. 

The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  states: 

Certain  permanent  installations  to  maintain  conditions  for  wildlife 
and  fish,  upon  consideration  of  their  design,  placement,  duration, 
and  use  may  be  permitted  if  the  resulting  change  is  compatible  with 
preservation  of  wilderness  character  and  is  consistent  with 
wilderness  management  objectives  for  the  area,  and  if  the 
installations  are  the  minimum  necessary  to  accomplish  the  task. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  35,594-acre  WSA  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation,  including  the  5,009  acres  of  the 
Goshute  Canyon  Natural   Area/Instant  Study  Area. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Under  this  alternative,  the  entire  WSA  would  remain  open  for  mineral  entry 
and  leasing  with  the  exception  of  5,009  acres  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural 
Area/ISA  and  the  Goshute  Cave  Geologic  area  which  would  remain  withdrawn 
from  the  mining  laws.  Validity  exams  would  not  be  required  prior  to 
development.     As  of  1983,   160  mining  claims  were  located  in  the  WSA. 

A  total  of  92  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  result  from  mineral 
exploration  and  development. 

Four  of  the  former  producers  within  the  Cherry  Creek  Mining  District, 
located  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  are  expected  to  recommence  as 
small  underground  operations.  An  estimated  39  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
would  be  associated  with  developing  2  of  the  existing  mines,  including  12 
acres  of  disturbance  caused  by  construction  of  haul  roads  to  join  the 
properties  and  27  acres  of  disturbance  associated  with  stockpiles,  dumps, 
settling  ponds,  and  facility  construction.  The  2  remaining  operations  would 
involve  an  estimated  12  acres  of  surface  disturbance  each,  including  6  acres 
for  settling  ponds  and  dumps,   and  6  acres  for  facility  construction. 

Due  to  favorable  lithologies  in  the  west-central  portion  of  the  WSA, 
increased  exploration  for  disseminated  gold  deposits  is  anticipated.  This 
activity  would  lead  to  the  development  of  a  modest  heap-leach  operation 
totalling  37  acres  of  disturbance. 
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Surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration  would  total  approximately  8 
acres,  involving  access,  drill  pad  construction,  and  trenching.  Development 
of  a  29-acre  open-pit  heap-leach  operation  would  involve  12  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  for 'the  open  pit  (consuming  5  acres  of  existing  disturbance  from 
previous  exploration),  10  acres  for  waste  dumps,  and  12  acres  for  leach 
pads,  solution  ponds,  and  processing  facilities. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Oil  and  gas  potential  in  the  WSA  is  estimated  to  be  low.  Based  on  current 
exploration  trends,  some  seismic  exploration  is  anticipated  totalling  3 
miles  of  vibroseis  lines  on  the  east  and  west  benches  of  the  WSA.  Surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  would  total  6  acres. 

In  addition,  10  miles  of  helicopter  portable  surface  shot  geophysical 
exploration  would  take  place  across  the  WSA  on  an  east-west  axis.  Surface 
disturbance  from  this  activity  would  be  negligible. 

Development  is  not  anticipated  within  the  WSA  based  on  known  occurrences  of 
oil  and  gas  potential  for  the  region. 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
range  front  fault  on  the  east  side,  primarily  outside  of  the  WSA 
boundaries.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  is  not  anticipated  because 
of  more  favorable  potential  to  the  south  in  the  Monte  Meva  Known  Geothermal 
Resource  Area  located  outside  the  WSA. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  1,174  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These 
levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Three  drift  fences  totalling  1.75  miles,  three  spring  developments  with 
associated  troughs,  and  two  pipelines  totalling  4.5  miles  in  Carlson  and  Log 
Canyons  exist  within  the  WSA.  Vehicular  access  is  common  to  all  of  the 
above  range  developments  due  to  their  location  along  boundary  roads  and 
cherrystemmed  routes.  The  range  developments  will  continue  to  be  maintained 
with  vehicular  access. 

Range  developments  proposed  would  involve  developing  five  spring  sources 
within  the  Goshute  Basin  Allotment.  The  spring  sources  would  be  fenced  to 
protect  the  riparian  habitat  and  water  would  be  piped  to  troughs  outside  the 
fenced  exclosure.  In  addition,  a  vegetation  enhancement  project  would 
involve  spraying  with  herbicide,  5  acres  of  wyethia-choked  meadows  to 
stimulate  regrowth  of  grasses. 
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TABLE  4 


SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS  -  GOSHUTE  CANYON 


WILDERNESS  VALUES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
MINERAL  RESOURCES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ENERGY  RESOURCES 


GRAZING  FACILITY 
MAINTENANCE  & 
CONSTRUCTION 


WOODLAND  PRODUCTS 
HARVEST 


RECREATIONAL 
OFF-ROAD  USE 


BONNEVILLE 
CUTTHROAT  TROUT 
HABITAT 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  USA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
highly  scenic  values,  special  geologic  features, 
stands  of  bristlecone  pine,  and  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative 
impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  on  approximately  200  acres.  The 
remaining  13,169  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  small 
heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without 
wilderness  designation  would  be  foregone  due  to 
the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims.  All  lands 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA  and 
development  of  these  resources  is  not  expected  to 
take  place.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  or  development  of  energy  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


The  result  of  designation  of  the  35,594-acre 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to 
preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 

opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation;  the  special  geologic 
features,  highly  scenic  values,  stands  of 
bristlecone  pine,  and  the  Bonneville  cutthroat 
trout  habitat. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  WSA.  The  92  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does 
not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  24  acres  within  the 
suitable  portion  if  designation  occurs.  A  small 
heap-leach  operation  would  not  occur  due  to  lack 
of  valid  and  existing  claims. 


All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from 
mineral  leasing.  Geophysical         exploration 

totalling  13  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability 
for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within 
the  WSA  and  exploration  and  development  is  not 
expected  to  take  place. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts 
on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 


The  harvest  of  60  fir  Christmas  trees  every  6 
years  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  very  minor 
impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available 
outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could 
satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on 
woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  211  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public   lands  would  be  negligible. 


There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Management  actions 
would         be  slightly         constrained         because 

stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions 
would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  set 
forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts 
on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the  WSA 
as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 


The  harvest  of  450  Christmas  trees  every  6  years 
and  780  cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  foregone. 
This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland 
products  readily  available  outside  of  the  WSA 
could  satisfy  demand. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Management  actions 
would         be  slightly         constrained         because 

stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions 
would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  set 
forth   in   the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


WILDERNESS  NO.  2 


NO  WILDERNESS 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
highly  scenic  values,  special  geologic  features, 
stands  of  bristlecone  pine,  and  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative 
impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  on  approximately  130  acres.  The 
remaining  9,028  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  small 
heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without 
wilderness  designation  would  be  foregone  due  to 
the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims.  All  lands 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands'within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA. 
Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected 
to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts 
on  the  development  of  new  projects  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 


The  harvest  of  270  Christmas  trees  every  6  years 
and  420  cords  of  fuelwood  and  commercial  sales  of 
pine  nuts  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact 
since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside 
of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland 
products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  240  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public   lands  would  be  negligible. 


There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Management  actions 
would  be  slightly  constrained  because 
stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions 
would  have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  set 
forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  occur 
on  approximately  260  acres  in  the  southern  and 
western  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly  scenic  values 
within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  The 
geologic  features,  bristlecone  pine  stands  and 
Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  would  not  be 
affected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation.  The 
remaining  35,334  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness   values. 


All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral    resources. 


All     lands    within 
mineral     leasing, 
the      exploration 
resources. 


the  WSA  would  remain  open  to 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on 
and      development      of      energy 


There    would    be     no     impacts    on    grazing     facility 
maintenance  and  construction. 


There    would    be    no    impacts    on    woodland    products 
harvest. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  on   recreational   ORV  use. 


There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville 
cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Management  would  be 
slightly  easier  because  stabilization  projects 
would  not  have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  in 
the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


WILDERNESS  VALUES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
MINERAL  RESOURCES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ENERGY  RESOURCES 


GRAZING  FACILITY 
MAINTENANCE  & 
CONSTRUCTION 


WOODLAND  PRODUCTS 
HARVEST 


RECREATIONAL 
OFF-ROAD  USE 


BONNEVILLE 
CUTTHROAT  TROUT 
HABITAT 


GOSHUTE  CANYON 

The  final  decision  as  to  which  projects  would  be  developed  would  be 
determined  following  the  preparation  of  an  environmental  assessment  for  each 
p  ro  j  ec  t . 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

A  130-acre  area  along  the  southwest  boundary  of  the  WSA  would  be  designated 
as  a  commercial  Christmas  tree  and  fuel  wood  sale  area.  Approximately  390 
trees  would  be  cut  every  6  years  and  approximately  780  cords  of  fuelwood 
would  be  cut  in  the  long  term.  In  addition,  a  30-acre  commercial  Christmas 
tree  sale  for  scattered  fir  trees  in  Goshute  Basin  would  be  authorized. 
Approximately  60  trees  would  be  cut  every  6  years. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  continue  to  be  designated  open  to  ORV  use  as 
stated  in  the  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan.  A  cave  management  plan  would 
be  developed  for  Goshute  Cave.  Recreation  management  would  intensify  along 
the  mouth  of  Goshute  Canyon  and  a  small  primitive  recreational  camping  site 
would  be  developed  just  outside  the  WSA.  Should  the  White  Pine  Power 
Project  be  constructed  nearby,  the  recreational  site  would  be  enlarged  based 
on  demands  from  the  increased  population  base.  More  intensive  ORV 
management  would  occur  to  channel  expected  ORV  increases  to  less  sensitive 
areas. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  Management  Actions 

Management  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  would  be  coordinated  with 
implementation  of  the  Goshute  Basin  Allotment  Management  Plan  and  the 
revision  of  the  Goshute  Creek  Habitat  Management  Plan.  These  plans  would 
include  actions  to  help  protect  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  (Class  1  T&E) 
which  has  been  introduced  into  Goshute  Creek. 

Actions  would  include  maintenance  of  the  upper  gabion  structure  in  Goshute 
Creek.  Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  because  of  the 
impracticality  of  vehicular  access.  Other  watershed  stabilization  projects 
may  be  implemented  ranging  from  willow  waddling  along  the  banks  to 
construction  of  more  erosion  control  structures.  Changes  may  also  occur  in 
the  type  and  duration  of  livestock  grazing  in  the  Goshute  Basin  watershed 
area. 
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PARK  RANGE  WSA 
NV-040-154 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (All  Wilderness  Alternative) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  47,268  acres  of  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.     As  of  1983,   no  mining  claims  were  located  in  the  WSA. 

A  plan  of  operations  is  expected  for  an  exploration  program  in  the  northern 
tip  on  the  WSA  would  be  submitted.  Disturbance  would  consist  of 
approximately  1  acre  of  minimal  access  and  drill-pad  construction.  Subject 
to  valid  and  existing  rights,  an  environmental  assessment  would  be  prepared 
to  analyze  and  minimize  impacts  to  the  wilderness  resource.  Neither 
development  nor  production  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of  the  exploration. 
Due  to  unfavorable  lithologies  neither  exploration  nor  development  is 
expected  to  take  place  within  the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
east  and  west  flanks  the  WSA.  The  area's  remoteness  and  lack  of 
infrastructure,  however,  make  development  unlikely.  Refer  to  the  Mineral 
and  Energy  Potential  Map. 

The  potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas)  in  the  Park  Range  WSA  is 
estimated  to  be  low.  Neither  exploration  for  nor  production  of  oil  and  gas 
is  expected  to  occur  on  the  oil  and  gas  leases  located  in  the  northern  tip 
of  the  WSA. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Park 
Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately 
125  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These  levels  may  vary 
slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Two  spring  developments,  Tank  and  Cottonwood  Springs,  are  located  within  the 
Park  Range  WSA.  Cottonwood  Spring  has  a  .5-mile  buried  pipeline  located 
along  a  vehicular  access  route.  Routine  maintenance  would  be  accomplished 
by  vehicular  use  where  accessible  and  by  persons  on  foot  or  horseback  where 
required.  Tank  Spring  has  marginal  vehicle  access  and  is  not  regularly 
maintained.  Any  future  maintenance  would  be  accomplished  by  persons  on  foot 
or  horseback. 
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2   -  ALTERNATIVES 

Forty  acres  of  crested  wheatgrass  seeding  are  located  along  the  western 
boundary  of  the  WSA  (refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  The  seeding  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  through  the  use  of  appropriate  and  acceptable 
methods.  Two  fences  extend  into  the  west  side  of  the  WSA.  Each  fence  is  1 
mile  long  and  are  both  cherrystemmed  out.  Vehicular  access  would  continue 
to  be  used  for  maintenance. 

A  well  proposed  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  would  be  located  slightly  to  the 
west,   outside  of  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  Park  Range  WSA  would  not  be  designated  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  or 
commercial  use,  nor  for  commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  harvest.  No  woodland 
product  harvest  is  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  47,268-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use.  Because  of  the  WSA's  remoteness  and  minimal  amount  of 
past  recreational  off-road  use  little  ORV  use  would  be  displaced.  Vehicular 
use  would  still  continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  the  7  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.   1 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  recommends  38,573  acres  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  and  8,695  acres  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  38,573  acres  of  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.     As  of  1983,   no  mining  claims  were  located  in  the  WSA. 

A  total  of  2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  involving  road  access  and 
drill-pad  construction  would  occur  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Disseminated  gold  would  be  the  target  mineral  for  exploration  in  the 
Paleozoic  sediments  located  in  the  northern  tip  of  the  WSA.  Neither 
development  nor  production  is  foreseen  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

Because  of  unfavorable  mineral  potential  within  the  Tertiary  volcanics  in 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  exploration,  development,  and  production  of 
mineral  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable 
portions  of  the  WSA. 
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2   -  ALTERNATIVES 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
east  and  west  flanks  the  WSA.  The  area's  remoteness  and  lack  of 
infrastructure,  however,  make  development  unlikely.  Refer  to  the  Mineral 
and  Energy  Potential  Map. 

Neither  oil  nor  gas  development  is  expected  to  occur  within  the  WSA.  Oil 
and  gas  potential  within  the  WSA  is  low.  Based  on  current  exploration 
trends  some  seismic  exploration  totalling  }h  miles  of  vibroseis  lines  is 
expected  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  in  the  nonsuitable  portion.  Surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  linear  tracks  is  expected  to  disturb  4  acres. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Park 
Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately 
105  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and 
20  AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may  vary  slightly  in 
the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Two  spring  developments,  Tank  and  Cottonwood  Springs,  exist  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA.  Cottonwood  Spring  has  a  .5-mile 
buried  pipeline  located  along  a  marginal  vehicular  access  route.  Normal 
maintenance  would  be  accomplished  through  vehicular  use  where  accessible  and 
by  persons  on  foot  or  horseback  for  the  remainder.  Tank  Spring  has  no 
vehicle  access  and  is  not  regularly  maintained.  Any  future  maintenance 
would  be  accomplished  by  workers  on  foot  or  horseback. 

Forty  acres  of  crested  wheatgrass  seeding  are  located  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  (refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  The  seeding  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  through  the  use  of  appropriate  and  acceptable 
methods.  Two  fences  extend  into  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  for  a 
total  distance  of  2  miles.  Vehicular  access  would  continue  to  be  used  for 
maintenance. 

A  well  proposed  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  would  be  located  slightly  to  the 
west,   outside  of  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  38,573-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  not  be 
designated  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  use  or  commercial    sales. 

The  remaining  8,595  acres  of  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
available  for  woodland  product  harvest.  Because  of  the  extreme  remoteness 
of  the  WSA,   however,   no  harvest  is  anticipated. 
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PARK  RANGE 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  38,573-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use.  Because  of  the  area's  remoteness  and  minimal  amount 
of  past  recreational  off-road  use  little  ORV  use  would  be  displaced.  The 
remaining  8,605  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  as  designated  in  the  Egan 
RMP.  Vehicular  use  would  still  continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  the  5 
miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  47,268-acre  WSA  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

A  total  of  2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  involving  road  access  and 
drill-pad  construction  would  occur  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Disseminated  gold  would  be  the  target  mineral  for  exploration  in  the 
Paleozoic  sediments  located  in  the  northern  tip  of  the  WSA.  No  development 
or  production  is  expected  to  occur  within  the  Park  Range  WSA  as  a  result  of 
exploration. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Moderately  favorable  conditions  for  geothermal  resources  exist  along  the 
east  and  west  flanks  the  WSA.  The  area's  remoteness  and  lack  of 
infrastructure,   however,  make  development  unlikely. 

Oil  and  gas  potential  within  the  WSA  is  low.  Based  on  current  exploration 
trends,  some  seismic  exploration  totalling  1.5  miles  of  vibroseis  lines  is 
expected  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  in  the  form  of 
linear  tracks  is  expected  to  disturb  4  acres.  Oil  and  gas  production  is  not 
expected  to  take  place  within  the  WSA. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Park 
Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately 
125  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These  levels  may  vary 
slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Two  spring  developments,  Tank  and  Cottonwood  Springs,  exist  within  the  Park 
Range  WSA.  Cottonwood  Spring  has  a  .5-mile  buried  pipeline  located  along  a 
vehicular  access  route.  Tank  Spring  has  marginal  vehicle  access. 
Maintenance  of  the  two  spring  developments  and  pipeline  would  continue  as 
needed. 
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TABLE  5 


SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS  -  PARK  RANGE 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


PARTIAL     NO.   1 


NO  WILDERNESS 


WILDERNESS  VALUES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
MINERAL  RESOURCES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ENERGY  RESOURCES 


GRAZING  FACILITY 
MAINTENANCE   & 
CONSTRUCTION 


The  result  of  designation  of  the 
Park  Range  WSA  as  wilderness 
would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding 

opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined 

recreation;  the  pristine 

mountain  meadows,  highly  scenic 
values,  and  the  archaeological 
values. 


Exploration  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands 
within  the  WSA.  The  2  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration 
activity  expected  if  designation 
does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  1  acre  within  the  suitable 
portion  if  designation  occurs. 
Favorability  for  development  of 
mineral  resources  is  low  within 
the  WSA  and  development  of 
mineral  resources         is         not 

expected. 


All  lands  within  the  WSA  would 
be  withdrawn  from  mineral 
leasing.  Geophysical 

exploration  totalling  1.5  miles 
would  be  foregone  due  to  tighter 
wilderness  restrictions. 

Favorability  for  exploration  or 
development  of  energy  resources 
is  low  within  the  WSA  and 
development  is  not  expected  to 
take  place. 


There  would  be  negligible 
impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and  construction. 


The  result  of  designating  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as 
wilderness  would  be  to  preserve 
the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined 

recreation;  highly  scenic 

values,  pristine  mountain 

meadows,  and  archaeological 
values.  Long-term        negative 

impacts  to  the  perception  of 
wilderness  qualities  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  300 
acres.  The  remaining  8,395 
nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  would  be 
forgone  on  all  unclaimed  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Neither  exploration 
nor  development  of  mineral 
resources  is  anticipated  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  All  lands  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Exploration  for  energy  resources 
is  not  anticipated  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Favorability  for  development,  of 
energy  resources  is  low  within 
the  entire  WSA.  Development  of 
energy  resources  is  not  expected 
to  take  place  within  either  the 
suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions 
of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Long-term  physical  impairment  to 
the  perception  of  wilderness 
qualities  of  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  300 
acres  in  the  northern  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  would  be 
unaffected.  The  highly  scenic 
values  and  other  special 
features  within  the  WSA  would 
not  be  impaired.  The  remaining 
46,968  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness   values. 


All  lands  within  the  Park  Range 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral    resources. 


would        be        negligible 
on       grazing       facility 


There 

impacts 

maintenance  and  construction. 
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All  lands  within  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  leasing. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of 
energy  resources. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  on 
grazing  facility  maintenance  and 
construction. 
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Forty  acres  of  crested  wheatgrass  seeding  are  located  along  the  western 
boundary  of  the  WSA  (refer  to  Range  Projects  Map).  The  seeding  would 
continue  to  be  maintained.  Two  fences  extend  into  the  west  side  of  the  WSA 
for  a  total  distance  of  2  miles.  Vehicular  access  would  continue  to  be  used 
to  maintain  the  fences. 

A  water  well  is  anticipated  to  be  located  within  the  western  boundary  of  the 
WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  entire  47,268-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  be 
available  for  woodland  product  harvest.  Because  of  the  extreme  remoteness 
of  the  WSA's  location,   however,   it  is  unlikely  that  any  harvest  would  occur. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  47,268-acre  WSA  would  remain  open  to  recreational  ORV  use  as 
designated  in  the  Egan  RMP. 

RIORDAN'S  WELL  WSA 
NV-040-166 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.   1) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  37,542  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  19,460  acres  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  37,542  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.  The  remaining  19,460  acres  would  continue  to  be  open  for 
mineral  entry  and  leasing.  As  of  1983,  70  mining  claims  were  located  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  21  were  located  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion. 

Given  valid  and  existing  claims  prior  to  designation,  some  exploration  and 
mineral   development  is  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  Troy  Mining  District  is  located  adjacent  to  the  southwestern  corner  of 
the  WSA.  This  district  has  a  recorded  production  of  about  $1  million  in 
gold  and  a  moderate  tonnage  of  tungsten  (GEM,   1983). 
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Development  of  a  small  underground  mining  operation  is  anticipated  within 
the  suitable  southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  mine  would  utilize  three 
conventional  flotation  cells  to  reduce  crushed  rock  to  three  separate 
concentrates.  In  one  cell,  tin-  and  tungsten-bearing  minerals  would  be 
selectively  separated  from  all  the  other  material  by  chemical  or  gravimetric 
means.  In  the  second  cell,  copper-  and  gold-bearing  minerals  would  be 
collected  in  the  same  manner  by  use  of  different  chemicals.  In  the  final 
cell,   lead-,   zinc-,   and  silver-bearing  compounds  would  be  collected. 

As  with  other  underground  operations,  most  surface  disturbances  would  be 
attributed  to  processing  facilities  rather  than  actual  mining.  Within  the 
suitable  WSA  boundary  a  total  of  8  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  this 
operation  would  result  from  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and  construction  of  a  haul 
road.  An  8-acre  benef iciation  complex  and  10  acres  of  tailings  ponds,  and 
related  facilities  would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA, 
to  the  south. 

A  small  exploration  program  targeting  disseminated  gold  deposits  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  accomplished  by  helicopter  portable 
drill  methods.  A  total  of  about  1  acre  of  surface  disturbance  would  result 
from  drilling  activities. 

A  total  of  9  acres  of  surface  disturbance  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of 
mining  and  mineral    exploration  activities  within  the   suitable  portion  of  the 

WSA. 

Within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  exploration  efforts  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  intensify  targeting  low-grade,  large 
tonnage  disseminated  gold  and  silver  deposits.  Two  distinct  exploration 
programs  would  include  drill  access  construction,  drill  pads,  and 
trenching.  The  largest  exploration  program  in  the  north  would  disturb  a 
total  of  10  acres  and  the  other  northern  program  would  disturb  6  acres. 

Exploration  activities  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
disturb  a  total  of  16  acres. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  discovery  is  considered  low  (GEM,  1983).  The 
producing  oil  wells  in  Railroad  Valley  lie  just  outside  of  the  WSA  to  the 
west.  All  production  is  presently  limited  to  the  valley  floor.  Interest  in 
the  WSA  is  expected  to  continue  resulting  in  seismic  lines  and  two  wildcat 
wells,  totalling  22  acres  of  surface  disturbance  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion. 

Based  on  current  exploration  trends,  6  miles  of  cumulative  seismic  line 
within  the  southeast  bench  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  12  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 
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In  addition,  two  wildcat  wells,  one  on  the  western  tip  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  and  the  other  on  the  east  bench  (also  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion)  would  be  drilled.  Each  well  would  result  in  the  clearing  of  a 
3-acre  pad  and  2  acres  for  access. 

Geophysical  and  oil  and  gas  exploration  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Geothermal  potential  for  the  WSA  is  low.  Potential  may  exist  outside  the 
WSA  for  geothermal  development,  but  development  inside  the  WSA  is  not 
anticipated. 


Range  Management  Actions 


Livestock  (cattle)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately  250 
AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  250 
AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the 
future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

With  the  exception  of  a  .25-mile  fence  in  the  nonsuitable  northern  portion, 
all  existing  range  developments  have  been  cherry stemmed  from  the  WSA.  These 
cherry stemmed  projects  include  2-mile  and  .25-mile  sections  of  drift  fences, 
and  two  spring  developments,  one  with  a  .5-mile  section  of  pipeline. 
Current  maintenance  would  continue  on  all   these  developments. 

Proposed  range  projects  which  would  be  constructed  in  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  include  the  development  of  Upper  Perish  Spring  and 
a  .5-mile  portion  of  the  Lower  Perish  Spring  pipeline.  A  2-mile  pipeline 
from  Upper  Perish  Spring  which  would  be  located  entirely  outside  of  the  WSA 
boundary  would  also  be  built. 

The  proposed  spring  development  and  pipeline  would  be  subject  to  the 
wilderness  protection  constraints  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management 
Policy,  as  applied  to  construction  and  maintenance.  Maintenance  of  the 
spring  and  pipeline  would  be  by  vehicular  access  along  existing  roads. 

A  proposed  allotment  boundary  fence  which  would  lie  within  both  the  suitable 
and  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  would  not  be  allowed. 

The  remaining  2-mile  section  of  the  Lower  Perish  Spring  pipeline  would  be 
built  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  In  the  southern  portion  of  the 
WSA,  two  fenced  crested  wheatgrass  seedings  totalling  9,700  acres  are 
proposed.  The  4,600  acres  of  seeding  proposed  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  would  not  be  allowed.  The  remaining  5,100  acres  of  fenced 
seeding  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  allowed. 
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Proposed  range  developments  located  entirely  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
include  development  of  seep  spring  and  a  livestock  well  in  Dry  Basin,  a 
1,500-acre  chaining  of  pinyon-juniper  woodland  located  in  the  northern  end 
of  the  WSA  with  an  associated  well.  Both  of  these  projects  as  well  as  the 
5,100  acres  of  fenced  seeding  mentioned  above,  would  be  accomplished.  Refer 
to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  37,542-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be 
available  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  or  commercial  use,  nor  for 
commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  harvest.  Some  of  the  post  and  pole  sales  that 
were  anticipated  without  wilderness  designation  would  not  occur. 

In  the  northern  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  a  salvage  fuelwood  sale 
would  be  associated  with  a  1,500-acre  proposed  chaining.  The  sale  could 
occur  either  before  or  after  the  chaining  and  approximately  8,100  cords 
would  be  harvested. 

Along  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  northeast  and  northwest  boundaries  of 
the  WSA,  post  and  pole  sales  would  occur.  Approximately  600  posts  and  poles 
would  be  harvested  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  and  800  on  the  west. 

Commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  sales  based  on  nut  crop  availability  would  take 
place  in  accessible  areas  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  37,542-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  0RV  use.  Approximately  122  visitor  days  of  0RV  use  are 
estimated  to  occur  annually  in  this  suitable  area.  Vehicular  use  would 
continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  the  4.5  miles  of  cherrystemmed 
routes.  The  19,460-acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  managed  as  open  for 
recreational   0RV  use. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  57,002-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  57,002  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.     As  of  1983,   91  mining  claims  were  located  within  the  WSA. 

Given  valid  and  existing  claims  prior  to  designation,  some  exploration  and 
mineral   development  is  expected  to  occur  within  the  WSA. 
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The  Troy  Mining  District  is  located  adjacent  to  the  southwestern  corner  of 
the  WSA.  This  district  has  a  recorded  production  of  about  $1  million  in 
gold  and  a  moderate  tonnage  of  tungsten  (GEM,   19S3). 

Development  of  a  small  underground  mining  operation  is  foreseen  within  the 
southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  mine  would  utilize  three  conventional 
flotation  cells  to  reduce  crushed  rock  to  three  separate  concentrates.  In 
one  cell,  tin-  and  tungsten-bearing  minerals  would  be  selectively  separated 
from  all  other  material  by  chemical  or  gravimetric  means.  In  the  second 
cell,  copper-  and  gold-bearing  minerals  would  be  collected  in  the  same 
manner  by  use  of  different  chemicals.  In  the  final  cell,  lead-,  zinc-,  and 
silver-bearing  compounds  would  be  collected. 

As  with  other  underground  operations,  most  surface  disturbance  would  be 
attributed  to  processing  facilities  rather  than  actual  mining.  Within  the 
WSA  boundary  a  total  of  8  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  this  operation 
would  result  from  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and  construction  of  a  haul  road.  A 
beneficiation  complex,  tailings  pond,  and  related  facilities  would  be 
located  to  the  south  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary. 

A  small  exploration  program  targeting  disseminated  gold  deposits  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  accomplished  by  helicopter  portable 
drill  methods.  A  total  of  about  1  acre  of  surface  disturbance  would  result 
from  drilling  activities. 

Exploration  efforts  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  intensify 
targeting  low-grade,  large  tonnage  disseminated  gold  and  silver  deposits. 
Two  distinct  exploration  programs  would  include  minimal  drill  access 
construction  and  drill  pads.  Trenching  would  not  be  allowed.  The  largest 
exploration  program  in  the  north  would  disturb  a  total  of  4  acres  and  the 
other  northern  program  would  disturb  2  acres. 

A  total  of  15  acres  of  surface  disturbance  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of 
mining  and  mineral   exploration  activities  within  the  WSA. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  discovery  is  considered  low  (GEM,  1983).  The 
producing  oil  wells  in  Railroad  Valley  lie  just  outside  of  the  WSA  to  the 
west.  All  production  is  presently  limited  to  the  valley  floor.  Interest  in 
the  WSA  is  expected  to  continue  resulting  in  seismic  exploration  and  two 
wildcat  wells  for  a  total   of  10  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

Geophysical  (seismic)  exploration  would  be  limited  to  existing  roads  and 
trails  resulting  in  no  additional    surface  disturbance. 

In  addition,  two  wildcat  wells,  one  on  the  western  tip  of  the  WSA  and  the 
other  on  the  east  bench,  would  be  drilled  on  existing  leases.  Each  well 
would  result  in  the  clearing  of  a  3-acre  pad  and  2  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  for  access  construction.  Development  of  oil  and  gas  resources 
is  not  expected  as  a  result  of  exploration.  All  disturbed  areas  would  be 
reclaimed  as  stipulated  under  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 


32 


2  -  ALTERNATIVES 

Geothermal  potential  for  the  WSA  is  low.  Potential  may  exist  outside  the 
WSA  for  geothermal  development,  but  development  inside  the  WSA  is  not 
anticipated. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately  500 
AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These  levels  may  vary  slightly 
in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

With  the  exception  of  a  .25-mile  fence  in  the  nonsuitable  northern  portion, 
all  existing  range  developments  have  been  technically  cherry  stemmed  from  the 
WSA.  These  cherrystemmed  projects  include  a  2-mile  and  a  .25-mile  section 
of  drift  fence,  and  two  spring  developments,  one  with  a  .5-mile  section  of 
pipeline.     Current  maintenance  would  continue  on  all   these  developments. 

Two  range  developments  proposed  for  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  allowed. 
Upper  Perish  Spring,  located  on  the  eastern  border  of  the  WSA,  and  Seep 
Spring  on  the  west,  would  be  developed  as  a  livestock  waters.  Development 
would  include  a  fenced  spring  box  and  trough.  A  pipeline  associated  with 
Upper  Perish  Spring  would  be  built  outside  the  WSA  boundary.  The  proposed 
spring  development  would  be  subject  to  the  wilderness  protection  constraints 
set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy,  as  applied  to  construction 
and  maintenance.  '  Maintenance  of  the  spring  developments  would  be 
accomplished  by  vehicular  access  on  existing  roads. 

A  proposed  well  in  Dry  Basin,  the  Lower  Perish  Spring  pipeline  (2.5  miles), 
and  a  .5-mile  pipeline  extending  into  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA  would  not 
be  allowed. 

A  1,500-acre  chaining  of  pi nyon- juniper  woodland  proposed  in  the  northern 
portion  of  the  WSA  and  an  associated  well,  and  two  fenced  crested  wheatgrass 
seedings  totalling  9,700  acres  proposed  in  the  southern  portion  would  not  be 
allowed.  Nor  would  an  allotment  boundary  fence  proposed  in  the  northern 
part  of  the  WSA  be  allowed.     Refer  to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

The  use  of  prescribed  burns  or  limited  suppression  of  wildfire  could  be  used 
to  achieve  the  proposed  acreage  of  vegetation  conversion.  Any  prescribed 
burns  or  limited  suppression  of  wildfires  within  the  WSA  would  have  to 
adhere  to  the  specifics  outlined  in  the  fire  management  plan  as  part  of  the 
wilderness  management  plan  for  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA.  Revegetation  would 
be  achieved  through  aerial   or  hand  seeding  methods  using  native  species. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  entire  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be  available  as  a  cutting  area  for 
private  or  commercial  use,  nor  for  commercial  pi nyon  nut  harvest.  The  post 
and  pole  and  salvage  fuelwood  sales  anticipated  without  wilderness 
designation  would  not  occur. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  185  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are  estimated  to  occur  annually  in 
this  area.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  8.5 
miles  of  cherry stemmed  routes. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  45,791  acres  of  the 
Riordan's  Well  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  as  well  as  an 
additional  2,405  acres  located  outside  of  the  WSA.  Refer  to  the  Alternative 
Map.  The  remaining  11,211  acres  of  the  WSA  are  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  45,791  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws  as  would  the  additional  2,405  acres  outside  the  WSA 
included  in  the  suitable  recommendation.  Validity  examinations  would  be 
conducted  on  any  mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to 
continued  operations.  The  remaining  11,211  acres  would  continue  to  be  open 
for  mineral  entry  and  leasing.  As  of  1983,  39  mining  claims  were  located 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  and  52  were  located  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion. 

Given  valid  and  existing  claims  prior  to  designation,  some  exploration  and 
mineral  development  is  expected  to  occur  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

The  Troy  Mining  District  is  located  adjacent  to  the  southwestern  corner  of 
the  WSA.  This  district  has  a  recorded  production  of  about  $1  million  in 
gold  and  a  moderate  tonnage  of  tungsten  (GEM,   1983). 

Development  of  a  small  underground  mining  operation  is  expected  within  the 
suitable  southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  mine  would  utilize  three 
conventional  flotation  cells  to  reduce  crushed  rock  to  three  separate 
concentrates.  In  one  cell,  tin-  and  tungsten-bearing  minerals  would  be 
selectively  separated  from  all  the  other  material  by  chemical  or  gravimetric 
means.  In  the  second  cell,  copper-  and  gold-bearing  minerals  would  be 
collected  in  the  same  manner  by  use  of  different  chemicals.  In  the  final 
cell,   lead-,   zinc,   and  silver-bearing  compounds  would  be  collected. 
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RIORDAN'S  WELL 

As  with  other  underground  operations,  most  surface  disturbance  would  be 
attributed  to  processing  facilities  rather  than  actual  mining.  Within  the 
suitable  WSA  boundary  a  total  of  8  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  this 
operation  would  result  from  a  4-acre  v/aste  dump  and  construction  of  a  haul 
road.  An  8-acre  beneficiation  complex  and  10  acres  of  tailings  ponds  and 
related  facilities  would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA, 
to  the  south. 

A  small  exploration  program  (also  within  the  suitable  portion)  targeting 
disseminated  gold  deposits  in  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be 
accomplished  by  helicopter  portable  drill  methods.  A  total  of  about  1  acre 
of  surface  disturbance  would  result  from  drilling  activities. 

Exploration  efforts  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  intensify 
targeting  low-grade,  large  tonnage  disseminated  gold  and  silver  deposits. 
Two  distinct  exploration  programs  would  include  minimal  drill  access 
construction  and  drill  pads.  Trenching  would  not  be  allowed.  The  largest 
exploration  program  in  the  north  would  disturb  a  total  of  4  acres  and  the 
other  northern  program  would  disturb  2  acres. 

A  total  of  15  acres  of  surface  disturbance  is  anticipated  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  mining  and  mineral  exploration 
activities. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  discovery  is  considered  low  (GEM,  1983).  The 
producing  oil  wells  in  Railroad  Valley  lie  just  outside  of  the  WSA  to  the 
west.  All  production  is  presently  limited  to  the  valley  floor.  Interest  in 
the  WSA  is  expected  to  continue,  resulting  in  seismic  lines  and  two  wildcat 
wells,   totalling  26  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

Geophysical  and  oil  and  gas  exploration  is  not  expected  to  take  place  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Based  on  current  exploration  trends,  6  miles  of  cumulative  seismic  line 
within  the  southeast  bench  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  12  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

In  addition,  two  wildcat  wells,  one  on  the  western  tip  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  and  the  other  on  the  east  bench  (also  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion)  would  be  drilled.  Each  well  would  result  in  the  clearing  of  a 
3-acre  pad  and  2  acres  for  access. 

Geothermal  potential  for  the  WSA  is  low.  Potential  may  exist  outside  the 
WSA  for  geothermal  development,  but  development  inside  the  WSA  is  not 
anticipated. 
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Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately  380 
AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  120 
AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the 
future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

With  the  exception  of  a  .25-mile  fence,  in  the  nonsuitable  northern  portion, 
all  existing  range  developments  have  been  technically  cherrystemmed  from  the 
WSA.  These  cherrystemmed  projects  include  2-mile  and  .25-mile  sections  of 
drift  fences,  and  two  spring  development,  one  with  a  .5-mile  section  of 
pipeline.     Current  maintenance  would  continue  on  all   of  these  developments. 

Two  proposed  spring  developments,  one  at  Seep  Spring  and  the  other  at  Upper 
Perish  Spring  would  be  built  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  A 
2-mile  pipeline  associated  with  the  spring  development  is  proposed  for 
construction  entirely  within  an  additional  2,000-acre  area  outside  of  the 
WSA,  an  area  which  is  being  recommended  for  wilderness  under  this 
alternative.  (Refer  to  Chapter  1,  "Development  of  Alternatives.")  This 
pipeline  would  not  be  developed. 

Development  of  Seep  Spring  and  Upper  Perish  Spring  would  be  subject  to  the 
wilderness  protection  constraints  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management 
Policy,  as  applied  to  construction  and  maintenance.  Maintenance  of"  th~e 
spring  developments  would  be  achieved  by  vehicular  access  on  existing  roads. 

A  proposed  spring  redevelopment  and  2.5-mile  pipeline  at  Lower  Perish  Spring 
would  not  be  allowed.  Approximately  2  miles  of  the  pipeline  would  have  run 
through  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  .5  miles  through  the  nonsuitable 
part. 

In  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA,  two  fenced  crested  wheatgrass  seedings 
totalling  9,700  acres  are  proposed.  The  4,600  acres  of  seeding  proposed 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  not  be  allowed.  The  remaining 
5,100  acres  of  fenced  seeding  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  would  be 
allowed. 

A  proposed  1,500-acre  chaining  of  pinyon-juniper  woodland  and  an  associated 
livestock  well  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  not  occur.  Nor 
would  an  allotment  boundary  fence  proposed  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA 
be  allowed. 

The  use  of  prescribed  burns  or  limited  suppression  of  wildfire  could  be  used 
to  attain  the  proposed  acreage  of  vegetation  conversion  in  the  northern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Any  prescribed  burns  or  limited  suppression  of 
wildfires  within  the  WSA  would  have  to  adhere  to  the  specifics  outlined  in 
the  fire  management  plan  as  part  of  the  wilderness  management  plan  for  the 
Riordan's  Well  WSA.  Revegetation  would  be  accomplished  through  aerial  or 
hand  seeding  methods  using  native  species. 
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Proposed  range  developments  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  include 
development  of  a  livestock  well  in  Dry  Basin  and  a  .5-mile  pipeline  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Both  of  these  projects,  as  well  as  the  5,100 
acres  of  fenced'  seeding  mentioned  above,  would  be  completed.  Refer  to  the 
Range  Projects  Map. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  45,791-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  as  well  as  the 
additional  2,405  acres  outside  the  WSA  included  in  the  suitable 
recommendation,  would  not  be  available  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  or 
commercial  use,  nor  for  commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  harvest.  Post  and  pole 
and  salvage  fuelwood  sales  anticipated  without  wilderness  designation  would 
not  occur. 

A  private  fuelwood  sale  proposed  in  the  2,000-acre  non-WSA  acreage  included 
in  the  suitable  recommendation  would  also  not  occur.  Approximately  6,000 
cords  would  not  be  harvested. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  48,196-acre  area  recommended  as  suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational 
0RV  use.  Approximately  148  visitor  days  of  0RV  use  are  estimated  annually 
for  this  suitable  area.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the  boundary 
roads  and  the  6  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  11,211-acre  nonsuitable 
portion  would  be  managed  as  open  for  recreational   0RV  use. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  No  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  57,002-acre  area  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Under  this  alternative,  the  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would 
remain  open  for  mineral  entry  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  not  be  required  prior  to  development.  As  of 
1983,   91  mining  claims  were  located  within  the  WSA. 

The  Troy  Mining  District  is  located  adjacent  to  the  southwestern  corner  of 
the  WSA.  This  district  has  a  recorded  production  of  about  $1  million  in 
gold  and  a  moderate  tonnage  of  tungsten   (GEM,   1983). 

Development  of  a  small  underground  mining  operation  is  expected  to  occur 
within  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  mine  would  utilize  three 
conventional  flotation  cells  to  reduce  crushed  rock  to  three  separate 
concentrates.  In  one  cell  tin-  and  tungsten-bearing  minerals  would  be 
selectively  separated  from  all  the  other  material  by  chemical  or  gravimetric 
means.  In  the  second  cell,  copper-  and  gold-bearing  minerals  would  be 
collected  in  the  same  manner  by  use  of  different  chemicals.  In  the  final 
cell,   lead-,   zinc-,  and  silver-bearing  compounds  would  be  collected. 
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As  with  other  underground  operation,  most  surface  disturbance  would  be 
attributed  to  processing  facilities  rather  than  actual  mining.  A 
beneficiation  complex  would  disturb  8  acres.  A  total  of  4  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  would  result  from  upgrading  of  existing  roads  for  use  as  haul 
roads.  A  tailings  pond  would  disturb  10  acres  and  a  waste  dump  would 
consume  a  total  of  6  acres.  Surface  disturbance  for  this  small  operation 
would  total    28  acres. 

Exploration  efforts  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  intensify 
targeting  low-grade,  large  tonnage  disseminated  gold  and  silver  deposits. 
Three  distinct  exploration  programs  would  include  drill  access  construction, 
drill  pads,  and  trenching.  Two  of  the  exploration  programs  would  be  located 
in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  and  one  program  would  be  located  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  largest  exploration  program  in  the  north 
would  disturb  a  total  of  10  acres  and  the  other  northern  program  would 
disturb  6  acres. 

The  exploration  program  in  the  central  part  of  the  WSA  would  total  3  acres 
of  surface  disturbance.  Mineral  development  is  not  anticipated  as  a  result 
of  the  exploration  programs. 

A  total  of  47  acres  of  surface  disturbance  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of 
mining  and  mineral   exploration  activities. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  discovery  is  considered  low  (GEM,  1983).  The 
producing  oil  wells  in  Railroad  Valley  lie  just  outside  of  the  WSA  to  the 
west.  All  production  is  presently  limited  to  the  valley  floor.  Interest  in 
the  WSA  is  expected  to  continue,  resulting  in  seismic  lines  and  two  wildcat 
wells,  totalling  22  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

Based  on  current  exploration  trends,  6  miles  of  cumulative  seismic  line 
within  the  southeast  bench  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  12  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

In  addition,  two  wildcat  wells,  one  on  the  western  tip  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  and  the  other  on  the  east  bench  (also  in  the  nonsuitable 
portion)  would  be  drilled.  Each  well  would  result  in  the  clearing  of  a 
3-acre  pad  and  2  acres  for  access. 

Geothermal  potential  for  the  WSA  is  low.  Potential  may  exist  outside  the 
WSA  for  geothermal  development,  but  development  inside  the  WSA  is  not 
anticipated. 
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TABLE  6 


SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS  -  RIORDAN'S  WELL 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


WILDERNESS  VALUES 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
MINERAL  RESOURCES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ENERGY  RESOURCES 


GRAZING  FACILITY 
MAINTENANCE  & 
CONSTRUCTION 


WOODLAND  PRODUCTS 
HARVEST 


RECREATIONAL 
OFF-ROAD  USE 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values, 
ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  6,660  acres.  The 
remaining  12,800  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  .The  31  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development 
activity  expected  within  the  suitable  portion  if 
designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  9 
acres  if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  /ponds, 
support  and  beneficiation  facilities  for  the  mine 
would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA. 
Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected 
within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable 
portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts 
on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  a  minor  impact  to 
grazing  facility  construction  within  the  suitable 
portion.  Minor  cattle  trespass  would  continue  as 
a  result  of  the  allotment  boundary  fence  not 
being  allowed.  Increased  forage  within  the 
suitable  portion  would  be  foregone  by  disallowing 
portions  of  two  seedings.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction  within 
the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


The  harvest  of  1,000  post  and  poles  and 
commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would 
be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily 
available  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  woodland  product  harvest  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  0RV  use  of  122  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


ALL  WILDERNESS 
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The  result  of  designation  of  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness  and  excellent  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values, 
ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat.  Even 
with  wilderness  designation,  long-term  negative 
impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  would  occur 
on  approximately  15  acres. 


Exploration  and  development  of  potential  mineral 
resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed 
lands  within  the  WSA.  The  47  acres  of  surface 
disturbing  exploration  and  development  activity 
expected  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be 
reduced  to  15  acres  within  the  WSA  if  designation 
occurs.  Tailings  ponds,  support  and 

beneficiation  facilities  for  the  mine  would  be 
located  outside  of  the  USA. 


All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from 
mineral  leasing.  Two  wildcat  oil  wells  would  be 
drilled        on        existing        leases.  Geophysical 

exploration  totalling  6  miles  would  be  foregone 
due  to  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 
Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources 
is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not 
expected. 


There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  a  negative  impact  to 
grazing  facility  construction.  The  absence  of 
some  additional  water  developments  would  not 
affect  current  grazing,  however,  better  cattle 
distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Minor  cattle 
trespass  would  continue  as  a  result  of  the 
allotment  boundary  fence  not  being  allowed. 
Increased  forage  within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone 
by  disallowing  two  seedings  and  one  chaining. 


The  harvest  of  8,100  cords  of  fuelwood,  1,400 
posts  and  poles  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts 
within  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be 
a    minor    impact     since    woodland    products    readily 

satisfy 


available      outside      of      the  WSA     could 

demand.       There    would    be    no  impacts    on    woodland 

products    harvest    within    the  nonsuitable    Dortion 
of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  185  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  NO.  2 


NO  WILDERNESS 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  excellent  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  special 
geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values, 
ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  5,200  acres.  The 
remaining  6,011  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  47  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development 
activity  expected  within  the  suitable  portion  if 
designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  15 
acres  if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  ponds, 
support  and  beneficiation  facilities  for  the  mine 
would  be  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources,  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA. 
Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected 
within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable 
portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be  no  impacts 
on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the 
WSA. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  a  negative  impact  to 
grazing  facility  construction.  The  absence  of 
some  additional  water  developments  would  not 
affect  current  grazing,  however,  better  cattle 
distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Minor  cattle 
trespass  would  continue  as  a  result  of  the 
allotment  boundary  fence  not  being  allowed. 
Increased  forage  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  be  foregone  by  disallowing  portions 
of  two  seedings  and  one  chaining.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  to  grazing  facility  construction 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  harvest  of  14,100  cords  of  fuelwood  and  2,400 
posts  and  poles  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts 
within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a 
minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily 
available  outside  of  this  area  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland 
products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  0RV  use  of  148  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 


Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  occur 
on  approximately  10,675  acres  in  the  southern  and 
north-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities 
for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined , 
recreation  would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly 
scenic  values  within  the  WSA  would  not  be 
impaired.  Special  geologic  features,  ponderosa 
pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat  would  not  be 
affected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation.  The 
remaining  46,327  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness  values. 


All  lands  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would 
remain  open  for  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impact  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral    resources. 


All     lands    within  the    WSA    would    remain    open    to 

mineral     leasing.  There    would    be    no    impacts    on 

the      exploration  and      development      of      energy 
resources. 


There 
maint 
Well   WSA 


would    be    no    impacts    on    grazing    facility 
maintenance   and   construction   within   the   Riordan's 


There    would    be    no    impacts    on    woodland    products 
harvest. 


There  would  be  no   impacts  to   recreational   0RV  use. 
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Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle)  are  grazed  in  four  allotments  within  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information.  Approximately  500 
AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These  levels  may  vary  slightly 
in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

With  the  exception  of  a  .25-mile  fence,  all  existing  range  developments  have 
been  technically  cherrystemmed  from  the  WSA.  These  cherrystemmed  projects 
include  2-mile  and  .25-mile  sections  of  drift  fences,  and  two  spring 
developments,  one  with  a  .5-mile  section  of  pipeline.  Current  maintenance 
would  continue  on  all   of  these  developments. 

Proposed  developments  for  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  include  a  well  in  Dry 
Basin,  the  development  of  Seep  Spring  and  Upper  Perish  Spring,  a  2.5-mile 
pipeline  extending  through  the  WSA  from  the  already  developed  Lower  Perish 
Spring,  a  .5-mile  section  of  pipeline  extending  into  the  southern  portion  of 
the  WSA,   and  a  3.5-mile  allotment  boundary  fence. 

In  addition,  within  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA,  1,500  acres  of 
pinyon-juniper  stands  would  be  chained  to  increase  forage  for  livestock  and 
wildlife.  The  area  would  then  be  seeded  with  crested  wheatgrass  as  well  as 
with  native  species.     A  water  well   would  also  be  drilled  in  the  area. 

In  the  southeast  portion  of  the  WSA  two  areas  totalling  9,700  acres  would  be 
plowed  and  seeded  with  crested  wheatgrass  to  increase  livestock  forage. 
Both  of  the  areas  would  be  fenced.  Approximately  10  miles  of  the  fencing 
would  be  built  within  the  WSA.     Refer  to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

A  1,500-acre  proposed  chaining  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  have 
a  salvage  fuelwood  sale  associated  with  it.  The  sales  could  occur  either 
before  or  after  the  chaining.     Approximately  8,100  cords  would  be  harvested. 

Along  the  northeast  and  northwest  boundary  roads,  post  and  pole  sales  would 
occur.  Approximately  1,200  posts  and  poles  would  be  harvested  on  each  side 
of  the  WSA. 

Commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  sales  would  take  place  in  accessible  areas  of  the 
WSA,   based  on  nut  crop  availability. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  managed  as  open  for  recreational  0RV 
use. 
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PROPOSED  ACTION  (No  Wilderness  Alternative] 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  entire  96,916-acre  area  as  nonsin table 
for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Under  this  alternative,  the  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would 
remain  open  for  mineral  entry  under  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 
Validity  examinations  would  not  be  required  prior  to  development.  As  of 
1983,   a  total   of  51   mining  claims  were  located  within  the  WSA. 

The  Ellison  (or  Sawmill)  Mining  District  is  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada, 
within  the  northern  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

Three  distinct  exploration  programs  targeting  precious  metal  mineralization 
and  disseminated  gold  are  expected  to  take  place  within  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA.  Two  of  the  exploration  programs  would  be  located  in  the  northern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  These  programs  would  be  associated  with  mineralization 
in  the  Ellison  Mining  District.  Another  exploration  program  would  be 
located  in  the  east-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  A  total  of  17  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  associated  with  access  and  drill  pad  construction  would 
result  from  the  three  exploration  programs. 

The  largest  of  the  two  northern  exploration  programs  would  disturb  8  acres. 
The  other  program,  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada,  would  disturb  5  acres. 
Exploration  efforts  southwest  of  Willow  Spring  Canyon  in  the  east-central 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  disturb  a  total   of  4  acres. 

Development  or  production  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  to  occur  as  a 
result  of  exploration. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Energy  resource  potential  (oil  and  gas)  is  considered  low  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA  due  to  high  angle  faulting.  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  oil  and  gas  resources  would 
result  in  two  wildcat  wells  being  drilled  on  the  western  bench  of  the  WSA  in 
White  River  Valley.  The  drilling  of  wildcat  wells  is  not  expected  to  occur 
on  the  eastern  bench  in  Cave  Valley.  Surface  disturbance  from  the  two 
wildcat  wells  would  total  10  acres.  The  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped 
of  topsoil  which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Each  drill  pad  would 
have  about  1  mile  (2  acres)  of  access  construction,  totalling  4  acres  of 
surface  disturbance. 
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2   -  ALTERNATIVES 

Current  levels  of  geophysical  (seismic)  exploration  are  expected  to  continue 
in  the  White  River  Valley.  A  cumulative  total  of  5  miles  of  seismic  lines 
are  anticipated  on  the  western  alluvial  bench  of  the  MSA..  Surface 
disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  would  total    10  acres. 

Geothermal  resources  for  most  of  the  South  Egan  Range  are  considered  to  be 
low.  A  328-acre  area  of  moderate  geothermal  potential  associated  with 
Emigrant  Springs  (GEM,  1983)  is  identified  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA. 
Development  of  geothermal  resources  for  greenhouses  or  catfish  farming  is 
likely  to  occur  in  the  future.  These  developments,  however,  would  be 
located  adjacent  to  the  existing  geothermal  waters  just  outside  of  the  WSA. 
Development  of  geothermal   resources  within  the  WSA  is  not  anticipated. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  eight  allotments  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  4,266  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These 
levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Existing  range  developments  within  the  WSA  include  several  short  sections  of 
fence  totalling  about  4.5  miles,  .5-mile  of  pipeline,  two  developed  springs, 
and  portions  of  two  vegetation  conversions  totalling  1,600  acres.  In 
addition,  several  developments  are  technically  cherry stemmed  out  of  the 
WSA.  These  include  3.5  miles  of  fence,  1  mile  of  pipeline,  one  reservoir, 
and  six  developed  springs.  Several  miles  of  fences  form  portions  of  the  WSA 
boundary.     Refer  to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

Maintenance  of  most  of  these  developments  is  conducted  using  vehicles  along 
existing  cherrystemmed  routes.  This  type  of  maintenance  would  continue  in 
the  future.  Maintenance  of  the  old  vegetation  conversions  would  be 
accomplished  by  burning  and  reseeding  with  a  range! and  drill. 

Several  range  projects  are  proposed  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  These 
projects  include  development  of  two  springs  (Schoolhouse  and  Stink  Pot)  in 
the  central  portion  of  the  WSA  and  a  livestock  well  in  the  northwest 
corner.  Two  stock  reservoirs  are  proposed  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the 
WSA.  In  addition,  three  burns  totalling  1,800  acres  (600  acres  each)  and 
one  1,200-acre  seeding  are  proposed  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

On  the  northwest  side  of  the  WSA  near  Lund,  a  120-acre  private  greenwood 
cutting  area  would  be  designated.  Approximately  360  cords  of  fuelwood  would 
be  harvested.  Along  the  northeast  boundary  of  the  WSA,  two  areas  (one  60 
acres  and  the  other  80  acres)  would  be  designated  for  Christmas  tree  sales. 
A  total   of  approximately  540  trees  would  be  harvested  ewery  6  years. 

Commercial  pine  nut  sales  would  take  place  in  the  southeast  portion  of  the 
WSA  based  on  nut  crop  availability. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  managed  as  open  for  recreational 
ORV  use. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

The  All  Wilderness  Alternative  recommends  the  entire  96,916-acre  area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  96,916  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.  As  of  1983,  a  total  of  51  mining  claims  were  located  within  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

The  Ellison  (or  Sawmill)  Mining  District  is  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada, 
within  the  northern  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

Given  valid  existing  claims  prior  to  designation,  some  exploration  is 
anticipated  in  areas  presently  recognized  as  being  mineralized.  Two 
distinct  exploration  programs  targeting  precious  metal  mineralization 
associated  with  the  Ellison  Mining  District  are  expected  to  take  place 
within  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA.  A  total  of  4  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  associated  with  minimal  access  and  drill  pad  construction  would 
result  from  the  two  exploration  programs.  Access  would  be  by  cross-country 
vehicle  travel  or  limited  to  existing  cherry  stemmed  routes.  The  use  of 
helicopter  portable  drills  may  also  be  required. 

The  largest  of  the  two  northern  exploration  programs  would  disturb  3  acres. 
The  other  program,   located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada,  would  disturb  1   acre. 

Development  or  production  of  mineral  resources   is   not  expected  to  occur  as  a 

result     of     exploration.  Prior     to  approval     of     a     plan     of     operations, 

mitigating  measures  will  be  adopted  to  minimize  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
resource. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Energy  resource  potential  (oil  and  gas)  is  considered  low  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA  due  to  high  angle  faulting.  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  of  the  WSA.  Given  existing  leases,  exploration  for  oil 
and  gas  resources  would  result  in  two  wildcat  wells  being  drilled  on  the 
western  bench  of  the  WSA  in  White  River  Valley.  The  drilling  of  wildcat 
wells  is  not  expected  to  take  place  on  the  eastern  bench  in  Cave  Valley. 
Surface  disturbance  from  the  two  wildcat  wells  would  total   10  acres.     The 


T'S 


R63E 


R62E 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


SPLIT  ESTATE  - 
Surface,  Federal 
Sub-Surface,  Private 


T1  in 


ALTERNATIVES 

SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 
NV-040-168 


SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 

3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of  topsoil  which  would  be  stockpiled  for 
reclamation.  Access  construction  would  involve  2  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  Each  drill  pad  would  have  about  1  mile  of  access  construction, 
totalling  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

Current  levels  of  geophysical  (seismic)  exploration  are  expected  to  continue 
in  the  White  River  Valley.  A  cumulative  total  of  5  miles  of  seismic  lines 
are  anticipated  on  the  western  alluvial  bench  of  the  WSA.  Geophysical 
exploration  would  be  limited  to  existing  cherrystemmed  routes  resulting  in 
no  additional  surface  disturbance. 

Geothermal  resources  for  most  of  the  South  Egan  Range  are  considered  low.  A 
328-acre  area  of  moderate  geothermal  potential  associated  with  Emigrant 
Springs  (GEM,  1983)  is  identified  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA.  Development 
of  geothermal  resources  for  greenhouses  or  catfish  farming  is  likely  to 
occur  in  the  future.  These  developments,  however,  would  be  located  adjacent 
to  the  existing  geothermal  waters  just  outside  of  the  WSA.  Development  of 
geothermal  resources  within  the  WSA  is  not  anticipated. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  eight  allotments  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  4,266  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  WSA.  These 
levels  may  vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Existing  range  developments  within  the  WSA  include  several  short  sections  of 
fence  totalling  about  4.5  miles,  .5-mile  of  pipeline,  two  developed  springs, 
and  portions  of  two  vegetation  conversions  totalling  1,600  acres.  In 
addition,  several  developments  are  technically  cherrystemmed  out  of  the 
WSA.  These  include  3.5  miles  of  fence,  1  mile  of  pipeline,  one  reservoir, 
and  six  developed  springs.  Several  miles  of  fences  form  portions  of  the  WSA 
boundary.  Refer  to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

Maintenance  of  most  of  these  developments  is  conducted  using  vehicles  along 
existing  cherrystemmed  routes.  This  type  of  maintenance  would  continue  in 
the  future.  Maintenance  of  the  old  vegetation  conversions  would  be 
accomplished  by  burning  and  manually  or  aerially  reseeding. 

Several  range  projects  are  proposed  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  Two 
springs,  Schoolhouse  and  Stink  Pot,  would  be  developed  and  fences.  A 
livestock  well  proposed  in  the  northwest  corner  of  the  WSA  would  be  located 
to  the  west,  outside  of  the  WSA.  Two  stock  reservoirs  proposed  on  the  east 
side  of  the  WSA  would  not  be  constructed. 
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A  1,200-acre  seeding  proposed  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  not  be 
allowed.  The  seeding  would  have  to  be  located  to  the  east,  outside  of  the 
WSA.  Three  areas  proposed  for  prescribed  burns  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  livestock  forage  would  not  be  allowed.  The  reintroduction  of 
natural  wildfires  into  the  ecosystem  may  help  accomplish  these  goals.  Any 
limited  suppression  of  wildfires  within  the  WSA  would  have  to  adhere  to  the 
specifics  outlined  in  the  fire  management  plan  as  part  of  the  wilderness 
management  plan  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  entire  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be  available  as  a  cutting  area  for 
private  or  commercial  use,  nor  for  commercial  pinyon  pine  nut  harvest.  The 
fuelwood,  Christmas  tree,  and  commercial  pinyon  nut  sales  proposed  without 
wilderness  designation  would  not  occur. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  entire  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use. 
Approximately  320  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are  estimated  annually  for  this 
area.  The  Highway  318  right-of-way  fence  outside  of  the  west  boundary  of 
the  WSA  has  curtailed  ORV  use  along  the  west  benches  of  the  WSA.  Vehicle 
use  would  continue  along  the  boundary  roads  and  46  miles  of  cherrystemmed 
routes. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.    1 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1  recommends  57,660  acres  of  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  39,256  acres 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Minerals  Management  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  57,660  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  continued 
operations.  The  remaining  39,256  acres  would  continue  to  be  open  for 
mineral  entry  and  leasing.  As  of  1983,  no  mining  claims  were  located  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  a  total  of  51  mining  claims  were  located 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  Ellison  (or  Sawmill)  Mining  District  is  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada, 
within  the  northern  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 
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Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  to  occur 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  Within  the 
nonsuitable  portion,  two  exploration  programs  targeting  precious  metal 
mineralization  associated  with  the  Ellison  Mining  District  are  expected  to 
take  place  within  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA,  associated  with 
mineralization  in  the  Ellison  Mining  District.  A  total  of  13  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  associated  with  access  and  drill  pad  construction  would 
result  from  the  two  exploration  programs. 

The  largest  of  the  two  northern  exploration  programs  would  disturb  8  acres. 
The  other  program,   located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada,  would  disturb  5  acres. 

Development  or  production  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  to  occur  as  a 
result  of  exploration. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Energy  resource  potential  (oil  and  gas)  is  considered  low  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA  due  to  high  angle  faulting.  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  oil  and  gas  resources  would 
result  in  two  wildcat  wells  being  drilled  on  the  western  bench  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  in  White  River  Valley.  The  drilling  of 
wildcat  well's  is  not  expected  to  occur  on  the  eastern  bench  in  Cave  Valley 
or  within  the  suitable  portion.  Surface  disturbance  from  the  two  wildcat 
wells  would  total  10  acres.  The  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of 
topsoil  which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction 
would  involve  1  mile  (2  acres)  of  surface  disturbance  for  each  site, 
totalling  4  acres. 

Seismic  exploration  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Current  levels  of  geophysical  (seismic)  exploration  are  expected  to 
continue  in  the  White  River  Valley.  A  cumulative  total  of  5  miles  of 
seismic  lines  are  foreseen  on  the  western  alluvial  bench  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear 
tracks  would  total   10  acres. 

Geothermal  resources  for  most  of  the  South  Egan  Range  are  considered  low.  A 
328-acre  area  of  moderate  geothermal  potential  associated  with  Emigrant 
Springs  (GEM,  1983)  is  identified  on  the  west  side  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  for  greenhouses  or 
catfish  farming  is  likely  to  occur  in  the  future.  These  developments, 
however,  would  be  located  adjacent  to  the  existing  geothermal  waters  just 
outside  of  the  WSA.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  is  not  anticipated. 
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Range  Management  Actions 


Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  eight  allotments  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  1,168  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  and  3,098  AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may 
vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 

Existing  range  developments  within  the  WSA  are  almost  all  within  the 
suitable  portion  and  include  several  short  sections  of  fence  totalling  about 
4.5  miles,  .5-mile  of  pipeline,  two  developed  springs,  and  portions  of  two 
vegetation  conversions  totalling  1,600  acres.  In  addition,  several 
developments  are  technically  cherrystemmed  out  of  the  WSA.  These  include 
3.5  miles  of  fence,  1  mile  of  pipeline,  one  reservoir,  and  six  developed 
springs.  Several  miles  of  fences  form  portions  of  the  WSA  boundary.  Refer 
to  the  Range  Projects  Map. 

Maintenance  of  most  of  these  developments  is  conducted  using  vehicles  along 
existing  cherrystemmed  routes.  This  type  of  maintenance  would  continue  in 
the  future.  Maintenance  of  the  old  vegetation  conversions  would  be 
accomplished  by  burning  and  reseeding  with  a  rangeland  drill. 

Several  projects  are  proposed  for  the  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan 
Range  WSA.  Two  springs,  School  house  and  Stink  Pot,  would  be  developed  and 
fences.  One  stock  reservoir  proposed  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  not 
be  constructed.  A  1,200-acre  seeding  proposed  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA 
would  not  be  allowed.  The  seeding  would  have  to  be  located  to  the  east, 
outside  of  the  WSA.  Two  areas  proposed  for  prescribed  burns  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  livestock  forage  would  not  be  allowed.  The  ^introduction  of 
natural  wildfires  into  the  ecosystem  may  help  accomplish  these  goals.  Any 
limited  suppression  of  wildfires  within  the  WSA  would  have  to  adhere  to  the 
specifics  outlined  in  the  fire  management  plan  as  part  of  the  wilderness 
management  plan  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

Several  range  projects  are  proposed  and  would  be  constructed  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  These  projects  include  a  livestock  well  in 
the  northeast  corner,  one  stock  reservoir  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA, 
and  one  burn,   600  acres,   on  the  northeast  edge  of  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The_  57,660-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be 
available  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  or  commercial  use,  nor  for 
commercial   pinyon  pine  nut  harvest. 
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All  anticipated  cutting  areas  within  the  WSA  would  be  located  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  On  the  northwest  side  of  the  WSA  near  Lund, 
a  120-acre  private  greenwood  cutting  area  would  be  designated. 
Approximately  360  cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  harvested.  Along  the  northeast 
boundary  of  the  WSA,  two  areas  (one  60  acres  and  the  other  80  acres)  would 
be  designated  for  Christmas  tree  sales.  A  total  of  approximately  540  trees 
would  be  harvested  every  6  years. 

Commercial  pine  nut  sales  would  take  place  in  the  southeast  portion  of  the 
WSA  based  on  nut  crop  availability. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  57,660-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  ORV  use.  Approximately  192  visitor  days  of  ORV  use  are 
estimated  annually  for  this  area.  The  Highway  318  right-of-way  fence 
outside  of  the  west  boundary  of  the  WSA  has  curtailed  ORV  use  along  the  west 
benches  of  the  WSA.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the  boundary  roads 
and  the  27  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  39,256-acre  nonsuitable 
portion  would  be  managed  as  open  to  recreational   ORV  use. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

The  Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  2  recommends  16,560  acres  of  the 
South  Egan  Range  WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  and  80,356  acres 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


Minerals  Management  Action; 


Subject  to  valid  and  existing  rights,  16,560  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Validity  examinations  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  at  the  time  of  designation,  prior  to  development. 
The  remaining  80,356  acres  would  continue  to  be  open  for  mineral  entry  and 
leasing.  As  of  1983,  no  mining  claims  were  located  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  and  a  total  of  51  mining  claims  were  located  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  Ellison  (or  Sawmill)  Mining  District  is  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada, 
within  the  northern  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA. 

Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  to  occur 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  Within  the 
nonsuitable  portion,  three  distinct  exploration  programs  targeting  precious 
metal  mineralization  and  disseminated  gold  are  expected  to  take  place.  Two 
of  the  exploration  programs  would  be  located  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  are  associated  with  mineralization  in  the 
Ellison  Mining  District.  Another  exploration  program  would  be  located  in 
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the  east-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  A  total  of  17  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  associated  with  access  and  drill  pad  construction  would  result 
from  the  three  exploration  programs. 

The  largest  of  the  two  northern  exploration  programs  would  disturb  8  acres. 
The  other  program,  located  east  of  Lund,  Nevada,  would  disturb  5  acres. 
Exploration  efforts  southwest  of  Willow  Spring  Canyon  in  the  east-central 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  disturb  a  total  of  4  acres.  Development  or 
production  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of 
exploration. 

Energy  Management  Actions 

Energy  resource  potential  (oil  and  gas)  is  considered  low  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA  due  to  high  angle  faulting.  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  oil  and  gas  resources  would 
result  in  two  wildcat  wells  being  drilled  on  the  western  bench  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  in  White  River  Valley.  The  drilling  of 
wildcat  wells  is  not  expected  to  take  place  on  the  eastern  bench  in  Cave 
Valley  or  within  the  suitable  portion.  Surface  disturbance  from  the  two 
wildcat  wells  would  total  10  acres.  The  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped 
of  topsoil  which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction 
would  involve  1  mile  (2  acres)  of  surface  disturbance  for  each  pad, 
totalling  four  acres. 

Seismic  exploration  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Current  levels  of  geophysical  (seismic)  exploration  are  expected  to 
continue  in  the  White  River  Valley.  A  cumulative  total  of  5  miles  of 
seismic  lines  are  foreseen  on  the  western  alluvial  bench  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  in  the  form  of  visible  linear 
tracks  would  total   10  acres. 

Geothermal  resources  for  most  of  the  South  Egan  Range  are  considered  low.  A 
328-acre  area  of  moderate  geothermal  potential  associated  with  Emigrant 
Springs  (GEM,  1983)  is  identified  on  the  west  side  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  for  greenhouses  or 
catfish  farming  is  likely  to  occur  in  the  future.  These  developments, 
however,  would  be  located  adjacent  to  the  existing  geothermal  waters  just 
outside  of  the  WSA.  Development  of  geothermal  resources  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  is  not  anticipated. 

Range  Management  Actions 

Livestock  (cattle  and  sheep)  are  grazed  in  eight  allotments  within  the  South 
Egan  Range  WSA.  Refer  to  Appendix  C  for  additional  information. 
Approximately  150  AUM's  are  currently  utilized  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  and  4,116  AUM's  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  These  levels  may 
vary  slightly  in  the  future  based  on  resource  monitoring. 
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TABLE  7 
SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS  -  SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


WILDERNESS   VALUES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
MINERAL  RESOURCES 


EXPLORATION  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  OF 
ENERGY  RESOURCES 


GRAZING  FACILITY 
MAINTENANCE  AND 
CONSTRUCTION 


WOODLAND  PRODUCTS 
HARVEST 


RECREATIONAL 
OFF-ROAD  USE 


Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  occur 
on  approximately  1,500  acres  in  the  northern  and 
eastern  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
would  also  be  reduced.  The  highly  scenic  values, 
including  bristlecone  pine,  unique  geologic 
features,  and  raptor  habitat  would  not  be 
impaired  or  affected  by  a  no  wilderness 
designation.  The  remaining  95,410  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 


All  lands  within  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impact  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral    resources. 


All     lands    within  the    WSA    would    remain    open    to 

mineral     leasing.  There    would    be    no    impacts    on 

the      exploration  and      development      of      energy 
resources. 


There    would    be     no     impacts 
maintenance  and  construction. 


on    grazing     facility 


There    would    be    no     impacts    on    woodland    products 
harvest. 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  recreational   ORV'use. 
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The  result  of  designation  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values, 
bristlecone  pine,  and  raptor  habitat  would  also 
be  preserved.  Long-term  physical  impacts  to  the 
wilderness  quality  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA 
would  occur  on  about  14  acres. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  WSA.  The  17  acres  of  surface  disturbing 
exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does 
not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  4  acres  within  the 
WSA  if  designation  occurs.  Favorability  for 
development  of  mineral  resources  is  low  within 
the  WSA  and  development  of  mineral  resources  is 
not  expected. 


All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from 
mineral  leasing.  Two  wildcat  oil  wells  would  be 
drilled        on        existing        leases.  Geophysical 

exploration  totalling  5  miles  would  be  foregone 
due  to  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 
Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources 
is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not 
expected. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  minor  impacts  to 
grazing  facility  construction.  Most  of  the 
disallowed  projects  {prescribed  burns,  seedings, 
and  water  developments)  could  be  located  outside 
of  the  WSA  boundary  and  still  achieve  the  same 
goals.  Absence  of  these  projects  within  the  WSA 
would  have  no  impact  on  current  grazing  in  the 
area. 


The  harvest  of  540  Christmas  trees  every  5  years 
and  350  cords  of  fuelwood,  and  commercial  sales 
of  pinyon  pine  nuts  within  the  WSA  would  be 
foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since 
woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of 
the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand. 


Recreational  0RV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public   lands  would  be  negligible. 


PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  NO.  1 


PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  NO.  2 


IMPACT  TOPIC 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  features  such  as  bristlecone  pine,  caves, 
raptor  habitat,  and  highly  scenic  values. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  300  acres.  The 
remaining  38,956  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  4  acres  of 
surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected 
within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation  does 
not  occur  would  be  eliminated  if  designation 
occurs  due  to  lack  of  valid  claims.  All  lands 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA. 
Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected 
to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  minor  impacts  to 
grazing  facility  construction  within  the  suitable 
portion.  The  disallowed  projects  (prescribed 
burns,  seedings,  and  a  stock  reservoir)  could  be 
located  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  and  still 
achieve  the  same  goals.  Absence  of  these 
projects  within  the  suitable  portion  would  have 
no  impact  on  current  grazing  in  the  area.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility 
construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 


The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 
This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland 
products  readily  available  outside  of  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland 
products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  192  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public   lands  would  be  negligible. 


The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the 
naturalness,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  features  such  as  bristlecone  pine,  caves, 
raptor  habitat,  and  highly  scenic  values. 
Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  occur  on  approximately  1,500  acres.  The 
remaining  78,856  nonsuitable  acres  would  retain 
their  wilderness  values. 


Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  of 
mineral  resources  is  not  anticipated  to  occur 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All 
lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would 
be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
of  mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion 
of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for  energy  resources  is 
not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  entire  WSA. 
Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected 
to  take  place  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of 
energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


WILDERNESS  VALUES 


There    would    be     no     impacts    on 
maintenance  and  construction. 


grazing     facility 


The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 
This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland 
products  readily  available  outside  of  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland 
products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA. 


Recreational  ORV  use  of  54  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this 
use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  or  to 
other  public   lands  would  be  negligible. 
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MAINTENANCE  AND 
CONSTRUCTION 


WOODLAND  PRODUCTS 
HARVEST 


RECREATIONAL 
OFF-ROAD  USE 


SOUTH  EGAN  RANGE 

All  existing  range  developments  are  located  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  and  include  several  short  sections  of  fence  totalling  about  4.5 
miles,  .5-miles  of  pipeline,  two  developed  springs,  and  portions  of  two 
vegetation  conversions  totalling  1,600  acres.  In  addition,  several 
developments  are  cherrystemmed  out  of  the  WSA.  These  include  3.5  miles  of 
fence,  1  mile  of  pipeline,  one  reservoir,  and  six  developed  springs. 
Several  miles  of  fences  form  portions  of  the  WSA  boundary.  Refer  to  the 
Range  Projects  Map. 

Maintenance  of  most  of  these  developments  is  conducted  using  vehicles  along 
existing  cherrystemmed  routes.  This  type  of  maintenance  would  continue  in 
the  future.  Maintenance  of  the  old  vegetation  conversions  would  be 
accomplished  by  burning  and  reseeding  with  a  rangeland  drill. 

The  development  and  fencing  of  Schoolhouse  Spring  is  the  only  project 
proposed  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Several  range  projects  are  proposed  and  would  be  developed  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA.  These  projects 
include  development  of  Stink  Pot  Spring  in  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA 
and  a  livestock  well  in  the  northwest  corner.  Two  stock  reservoirs  are 
proposed  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  In  addition,  three  burns 
totalling  1,800  acres  (600  acres  each)  and  one  1,200-acre  seeding  are 
proposed  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Products  Management  Actions 

The  16,560-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be 
available  as  a  cutting  area  for  private  or  commercial  use,  nor  for 
commercial   pinyon  pine  nut  harvest. 

All  anticipated  cutting  areas  within  the  WSA  would  be  located  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  On  the  northwest  side  of  the  WSA  near  Lund, 
a  120-acre  private  greenwood  cutting  area  would  be  designated. 
Approximately  360  cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  harvested.  Along  the  northeast 
boundary  of  the  WSA  two  areas  (one  60  acres  and  the  other  80  acres)  would  be 
designated  for  Christmas  tree  sales.  A  total  of  approximately  540  trees 
would  be  harvested  every  6  years. 

Commercial  pine  nut  sales  would  take  place  in  the  southeast  portion  of  the 
WSA  based  on  nut  crop  availability. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

The  16,560-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  0RV  use.  Approximately  54  visitor  days  of  0RV  use  are 
estimated  annually  for  this  suitable  area.  The  Highway  318  right-of-way 
fence  outside  of  the  west  boundary  of  the  WSA  has  curtailed  0RV  use  along 
the  west  benches  of  the  WSA.  Vehicular  use  would  continue  along  the 
boundary  roads  and  the  1  mile  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  80,356-acre 
nonsuitable  portion  would  be  managed  as  open  to  recreational   0RV  use. 
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CHAPTER  3 
Affected  Environment 


INTRODUCTION 


This  chapter  includes  a  brief  description  of  the  elements  of  the  environment 
in  each  WSA  that  could  be  affected  by  actions  proposed  in  the  alternatives, 
including  the  proposed  action.  In  an  analysis  of  the  critical  elements,  BLM 
personnel  determined  that  the  following  resources  do  not  occur  or  would  not 
be  affected  by  any  actions  proposed:  floodplains,  wetlands,  prime  or  unique 
farmlands,  areas  of  critical  environmental  concern,  prime  or  sole  source  of 
drinking  water,  air  quality,  wild  or  scenic  rivers,  soils,  or  vegetation. 

All  the  maps  referred  to  in  this  chapter  are  located  in  a  map  section 
between  Chapters  3  and  4. 

GOSHUTE  CANYON  WSA 
NV-040-015 

General   Environment 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  is  located  approximately  60  miles  north  of  Ely, 
Nevada,  and  includes  part  of  a  mountain  range  formed  by  intrusive  activity 
and  volcanism,  and  by  subsequent  basin  and  range  faulting.  Many  rock  types 
are  present  including  limestones,  shales,  and  dolomites.  Elevations  in  the 
WSA  extend  below  7,000  feet  and  above  10,000  feet.  The  eastern  and 
southwestern  fringe  is  sagebrush-covered  valley  and  benchland.  Much  of  the 
remainder  of  the  area  consists  of  rugged  mountains  heavily  forested  by  the 
ubiquitous  pinyon  pine  and  juniper;  by  uncommon  numbers  of  less  common 
species  such  as  aspen,  white  fir,  limber  and  bristlecone  pines;  and,  in  the 
canyons,  cottonwoods,  and  willows.  This  unusually  diverse  environment 
provides  habitat  for  a  great  number  of  wildlife  species  that  include  mule 
deer,  mountain  lions,  bobcats,  owls,  falcons,  eagles,  hawks,  kestrels,  and 
marmots. 

NOTE:  The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area/Instant  Study  Area  (7,650  acres) 
overlaps  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  The  overlapping  portion  is  5,009  acres  in 
size,  while  2,641  acres  lie  outside  the  WSA,  separated  from  it  by  roads. 
(Refer  to  Appendix  B.)  A  separate  analysis  has  not  been  prepared  for  the 
Natural  Area  since  the  area  is  not  a  separate  entity,  but  rather,  an 
integral  part  of  the  WSA.  The  following  description  of  the  WSA  fully 
considers  the  noteworthy  features  of  the  Natural  Area. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:  The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  is  in  a  substantially  natural 
condition,  with  most  of  the  area  in  an  almost  perfectly  natural  condition. 
Only  a  few  imprints  of  man's  work  lie  within  the  WSA.     These  imprints  are 
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all  unnoticeable  within  the  area  as  a  whole  and  do  not  detract  from  the 
enjoyment  of  the  area's  wilderness  character.  Man-made  features  include 
stream  control  structures  in  Goshute  Canyon  constructed  of  natural  materials 
to  blend  with  surroundings  and  a  dilapidated  log  cabin  at  Log  Cabin  Spring. 
Three  drift  fences  totalling  1-3/4  miles,  three  spring  developments  with 
associated  troughs,  and  two  pipelines  totalling  4%  miles  up  Carlson  and  Log 
Canyons  are  cherrystemmed  out  of  the  WSA.  A  road  up  Goshute  Canyon  was 
washed  out  by  heavy  spring  and  summer  rains  in  1983,  and  reconstruction  is 
now  impractical  because  of  the  severity  of  erosion.  Rehabilitation  should 
occur  naturally  over  several  decades.  Approximately  13  miles  of  short 
two-track  routes  established  on  the  periphery  of  the  area  by  regular  but 
seasonal  cross-country  vehicular  travel  are  cherrystemmed  from  the  WSA. 

Apparent  naturalness  is  affected  to  a  slight  degree  by  the  outside  sights 
and  sounds  of  mining  activities  on  the  south  end.  Blasting  and  the  sounds 
of  heavy  equipment  can  infrequently  be  heard  at  times,  but  at  present  these 
disturbances  are  sporadic. 

The  foregoing  description  of  these  several  unnatural  features  tends  to  focus 
attention  on  them  and  thereby  exaggerate  their  significance.  Vegetative  and 
topographic  screening  conceal  most  of  these  features  whenever  the  visitor  is 
more  than  a  few  feet  distant  from  them.  The  overwhelming  impression  of  the 
area  is  that  it  retains  its  primeval  character,  unaltered  by  man's 
activities. 

Solitude:  Opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  are 
outstanding.  While  the  size  and  configuration  of  the  area  contribute  to 
these,  it  is  the  topographic  and  vegetative  screening  which  are  primarily 
responsible.  The  unit  takes  in  a  14  mile  length  of  the  Cherry  Creek 
Mountains,  a  rugged  and  very  precipitous  range  which  runs  along  an 
approximately  north-south  axis  but  is  highly  broken  by  ancillary  east-west 
ridges  and  associated  canyons.  The  screening  effect  of  this  variegated 
terrain  is  complemented  by  extensive  forestation  which  cloaks  most  of  the 
area. 

Users  within  this  area  would  have  excellent  opportunities  to  avoid  contact 
with  others  and  find  a  secluded  spot.  The  screening  combined  with  the  size 
and  configuration  of  the  area  would  provide  opportunities  for  solitude  while 
sustaining  general  wilderness  use.  Some  interaction  of  users  could  occur  at 
the  highest  peaks,  the  ridgelines,  streams  and  springs,  and  at  likely 
staging  areas  such  as  the  upper  Paris  road.  Access  into  the  core  of  the 
unit  requires  a  strenuous  hike.  This  would  tend  to  limit  use  and  enhance 
solitude  opportunities.  A  few  cherrystemmed  routes  provide  limited  access 
into  the  higher  country.  Use  of  these  routes  is  expected  to  fluctuate 
seasonally.  Most  current  use  occurs  during  deer  season. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Primitive  recreation  opportunities  are 
outstanding  Tn  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  because  of  their  quality  and 
diversity.  Present  use  of  these  opportunities  is  oriented  toward  hunting. 
Much  of  the  WSA  provides  key  habitat  for  mule  deers  and  every  year  heavy 
hunter  use  occurs  all  around  the  area's  periphery.  Mountain  lions,  blue 
grouse,  and  sage  grouse  are  also  unusually  prolific  and  provide  abundant 
hunting  opportunities. 

The  area  around  Goshute  Canyon,  part  of  the  designated  Goshute  Canyon 
Natural  Area,  offers  especially  noteworthy  opportunities  for  recreation. 
Fishing  opportunities  occur  in  Goshute  Creek,  which  hosts  a  population  of 
Bonneville  cutthroat  trout.  Easy  walk-in  camping  can  be  done  along  the 
banks  of  both  Goshute  and  Currie  Creeks  beneath  cottonwoods  and  willows. 
The  richness  of  wildlife  and  vegetation,  attributable  to  the  presence  of  the 
creeks  (which  are  themselves  unusual  features  in  this  part  of  Nevada)  and 
numerous  springs,   enhance  any  visit  to  the  area. 

Goshute  Cave,  an  extensive  limestone  solution  cave  offers  excellent 
spelunking  and  geological  study  opportunities.  About  2,000  feet  of 
passageway  offer  varying  degrees  of  challenge,  from  high-cei Tinged  level 
walkways  to  tight  squeeze  ways  to  an  80  foot  free-fall  descent  that  requires 
technical   gear.     There  is  great  potential   for  other  caves  in  the  WSA. 

* 

Less  utilized  but  similarly  excellent  recreation  opportunities  in  the  WSA 
include  hiking  for  pleasure,  backpacking,  nature  study,  photography,  rock 
climbing,  and  cross-country  skiing.  These  are  all  enhanced  by  the  richness 
of  the  area's  scenery,  flora,  and  fauna.  Because  much  of  the  area  is 
unexplored,  the  enjoyment  of  these  is  accompanied  by  the  anticipation  of 
discovery  of  some  important,  unreported  resource. 

Special  Features:  Many  special  features  contribute  to  the  attractiveness  of 
the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  Goshute  Cave,  mentioned  above,  is  one  of  these. 
The  Ely  BLM  District  has  within  its  boundaries  the  greatest  cave  resources 
in  Nevada,  and  Goshute  Cave  is  one  of  the  District's  outstanding  caves.  In 
1970,  an  area  of  about  200  acres  surrounding  and  including  the  cave  was 
designated  as  the  Goshute  Cave  Geologic  Area  and  was  withdrawn  from  the 
general  mining  laws.  (See  Appendix  B.)  The  cave  has  over  2,000  feet  of 
passage  and  contains  examples  of  most  of  the  common  cave  formations.  In 
addition,  it  contains  some  unique  and  rare  formations  including  cave  pearls, 
folia,  shields,  and  blistered  mammalaries.  The  cave  provides  excellent 
recreational  spelunking  and  is  highly  decorated  even  though  it  has  been 
subjected  to  over  100  years  of  recreational  use.  The  cave  is  considered  to 
be  quite  significant  because  of  its  decorations  and  recreational  and 
geologic  values. 

The  bristlecone  pines  located  in  many  parts  of  the  WSA  are  members  of  the 
oldest  living  species  on  earth.  They  occur  in  uncharacteristic  abundance, 
and  can  be  found  in  the  classic,  gnarled  form  as  well  as  in  the  straighter 
configuration.  Stands  are  extensive  and  cover  miles  of  terrain.  They  have 
dendrochronological  value  and  serve  to  enhance  the  scenic  value  of  the 
area. 
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A    portion    of    the    Cherry    Creek   wild    horse    herd    use    area    occurs   within  the 

WSA.      Only    about    15    horses    spend   part   of   the  year   here   and    so    have   a  low 

visibility  in  the  area,  but  their  presence  would  contribute  to  the 
wilderness  experience  of  many  users. 

Wildlife  serves  as  a  supplemental  value  in  both  the  WSA  and  the 
preliminarily  suitable  portion.  The  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  (Salmo 
clarki  Utah)  in  Goshute  Creek  has  been  classified  as  a  Category  1  Sensitive 
species  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Elk,  uncommon  in  most  parts 
of  Nevada,  have  been  observed  in  the  WSA,  although  there  is  no  known 
resident  population  in  the  area.  Several  other  species  of  big  game  and 
upland  game  are  present.  The  sheer  number  and  number  of  species  of  raptors 
in  the  WSA  serve  as  a  supplemental  feature  of  the  area.  These  include  great 
horned  owls,  prairie  falcons,  kestrels,  golden  eagles,  red-tailed  hawks, 
Cooper's  hawks,  peregrine  falcons,  and  bald  eagles  (the  latter  not  known  to 
roost  in  the  area).  The  spotted  bat  (Euderma  maculata)  has  also  been 
classified  as  a  Category  1  Sensitive  species  and  has  been  seen  at  Goshute 
Cave.     See  Appendix  D  for  additional   information  on  sensitive  species. 

The  scenic  quality  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  must  be  considered  a 
supplemental  value  in  itself.  The  area  is  a  natural,  harmonious  composition 
of  contrasts.  Brilliant  yellow  fall  color  and  light-colored  rock  are 
juxtaposed  with  the  dark  green  foliage  of  the  evergreen  canopy.  Distance 
becomes  distorted,  difficult  to  judge  because  of  the  immense  scale  of 
topographic  features,  while  the  detail  of  weathered  rock,  small  grassland 
riparian  areas,  and  stark  white  aspen  trees  complete  a  nearly  perfect 
tableau.  No  one  who  visits  the  area  leaves  without  a  strong  impression  of 
the  area1 s  beauty. 

Archaeological  values  are  present  in  the  WSA  to  a  largely  unknown, 
speculative  degree.  A  few  aboriginal  sites  have  been  recorded  in  the  area 
including  a  camp  site,  but  the  WSA  is  largely  uninventoried.  Potential  for 
additional   discovery  is  high. 

Mineral   Resources 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  lies  just  north  of  the  historic  mining  town  of  Cherry 
Creek.  Cherry  Creek  is  the  center  of  the  Cherry  Creek  Mining  District,  part 
of.  which  extends  into  the  WSA.  Production  from  the  district  is  reported  at 
$4.8  million  since  records  were  first  kept  (1902).  Prior  to  that  time  $6 
million  to  $20  million  in  production  has  been  estimated.  Gold  was  first 
discovered  in  1861  and  the  town  of  Cherry  Creek  boomed  around  1883. 
Production  practically  ceased  by  1893  and  the  town  is  now  inhabited  by  only 
a  few  individuals.  Metals  recovered  include  gold,  silver,  lead,  and 
copper.  In  addition,  scheelite  (tungsten)  was  mined  in  several  of  the  old 
mines  including  the  Chance  and  the  Fillmore.  Although  potential  still 
exists  for  tungsten,  operations  here  have  been  small  and  sporadic  with 
little  production  since  World  War  II.  A  few  of  these  old  mines  continue  to 
be  worked  by  small -time  miners  as  the  market  allows,  but  again  with  little 
or  no  production. 


92 
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The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  was  segregated  on  December  22,  1970,  from 
all  appropriation  including  the  mining  laws,  but  not  the  Recreation  and 
Public  Purposes  Act  nor  the  mineral  leasing  and  material  sale  laws. 

As  of  1983,  a  total  of  160  claims  existed  within  the  WSA  (refer  to  Mining 
Claims  and  Leases  Map).  The  claims  on  the  south  and  east  are  located  mainly 
along  the  Black  Metals  and  Exchequer  faults,  and  several  of  these  have  been 
mined  extensively  in  the  past.  Much  of  the  interest  in  the  claims  is  in  the 
dumps  left  behind  by  the  previous  miners.  With  current  precious  metal 
prices  what  was  once  waste  is  now  ore.  J_n  situ  ore  deposits  also  remain, 
although  their  extent  and  content  are  unknown  to  the  BLM.  The  ore  bodies 
are  mostly  vein  and  replacement  deposits,  although  tungsten  occurs  in 
calcite  and  calcite  quartz  pods  and  lenses.  The  ore  bodies  are  estimated  to 
be  too  small  to  be  of  interest  to  large  modern  corporations. 

Present  mineral  interest  is  primarily  in  silver,  but  is  also  in  gold  and 
tungsten.  Small  mining  companies  and  several  individuals  have  interests  in 
the  area.  A  few  individuals  have  devoted  a  lifetime  to  the  area  and  have  a 
way  of  life  dependent  upon  it. 

Based  on  1983  GEM  information,  zones  of  mineral  potential  have  been 
delineated  as  depicted  on  the  Mineral  and  Energy  Potential  Map.  Although 
the  specific  structures  within  the  Cherry  Creek  District  are  well  known  and 
therefore  may  have  been  completely  explored,  the  possibility  of  areas  within 
the  district  with  good  prospecting  potential  remains.  The  area  of  high 
mineral  potential  in  the  south  of  the  unit  (5,731  acres)  is  for  silver, 
copper,  lead  and  tungsten  and  is  so  designated  because  of  the  productive 
mines  and  high  number  of  prospects  and  claims.  The  area  to  the  north  of 
this  is  shown  to  have  moderate  potential  due  to  its  proximity  to  the 
producing  area  and  its  structural  complexity.  The  moderate  classification 
also  covers  an  area  of  jasperoid,  a  target  material  for  Carl  in-type  gold 
deposits.  Total  moderate  potential  is  18,733  acres.  The  remainder  of  the 
WSA  has  low  potential  for  mineral  deposition,  based  on  the  absence  of 
claims,  prospects,  or  favorable  combinations  of  lithology  and  structure. 

Energy  Potential 

The  entire  WSA  has  low  potential  for  oil  and  gas.  The  underlying 
stratigraphy  of  most  of  the  unit  is  older  than  the  oil  reservoir  objectives 
which  presently  produce  in  the  Basin  and  Range  Province.  A  few  oil  and  gas 
leases  are  located  in  the  north  and  northeast  portions  of  the  WSA.  These 
cover  approximately  8,500  acres.  Refer  to  the  Mining  Claims  and  Leases  Map. 

Moderate  geothermal  potential  exists  along  the  range  front  on  the  east  side, 

primarily  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary.  Approximately  1,500  acres  of 

potential  exists  within  the  WSA.  The  remainder  of  the  area  has  low 
geothermal  potential. 
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Livestock  Grazing 

The  majority  of  the  vegetation  in  the  southern  half  of  the  Goshute  Canyon 
WSA  consists  of  pinyon  pine,  juniper,  bristlecone  pine,  limber  pine,  and 
mountain  mahogany.  The  lack  of  palatable  forage,  steep  slopes,  and  rough 
terrain  combine  to  render  most  of  this  portion  of  the  WSA  unsuitable  for 
grazing.  The  northern  half  of  the  WSA  is  more  suitable  for  grazing  where 
few  areas  are  inaccessible  for  grazing  and  there  is  more  palatable  forage. 
Cattle  are  grazed  in  the  Indian  Creek  Allotment  on  the  north  and  Cherry 
Creek  Allotment  on  the  east  portion  of  the  WSA.  Sheep  are  primarily  grazed 
on  the  Goshute  Basin  and  Medicine  Butte  Allotments  on  the  west  side.  (See 
Appendix  C. ) 

Within  the  WSA  are  three  drift  fences  totalling  1-3/4  miles,  three  spring 
developments  with  associated  troughs,  and  two  pipelines  totalling  4-1/2 
miles  up  Carlson  and  Log  Canyons. 

Woodland  Resources 

About  16  percent  or  5,600  acres  of  the  WSA  is  manageable  woodland.  It 
contains  about  1.2  percent  of  the  manageable  woodland  in  the  Egan  Resource 
Area.  Although  much  of  the  area  is  forested  it  is  too  steep  and  rugged  for 
forest  harvest.  The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  has  already  resulted  in  a 
5,009-acre  woodland  product  harvest  withdrawal  within  the  WSA.  The  WSA  has 
been  used  in  the  past  by  the  few  families  living  in  Cherry  Creek  for 
Christmas  trees  and  fuel  wood.  There  is  some  evidence  of  historic  logging 
about  80  years  ago. 

Recreation  Values 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  is  a  popular  area  for  a  variety  of  recreation 
activities.  The  area  receives  about  1,200  recreation  visits  per  year.  Use 
areas  include  the  Paris  Canyon  Road,  the  Upper  Basin,  Goshute  Creek,  and 
Goshute  Cave. 

Hunting  for  mule  deer  occurs  from  August  through  October  for  bow  hunters, 
blackpowder  hunters,  and  rifle  hunters.  Sage  grouse  season  only  lasts  for 
one  week  in  early  September,  but  it  is  a  time  of  intense  hunting  activity 
along  Paris  Road  and  in  upper  Goshute  Basin.  Hunts  within  the  WSA  are 
usually  associated  with  camping  trips.  Camping  occurs  during  the  summer  and 
fall,  mostly  concentrated  in  the  upper  basin,  along  Paris  Road  and  at  the 
lower  end  of  Goshute  Creek.  Fishing  for  Utah  cutthroat  trout  occurs 
infrequently,  but  throughout  the  year.  Trapping  in  the  WSA  occurs  from 
about  mid-September  until  late  winter  for  coyotes,  and  from  mid-December 
until  early  February  for  bobcats.  Trappers  utilize  every  accessible  canyon 
within  the  WSA.  Goshute  Cave  along  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA  receives 
regular  use  by  cavers  at  the  rate  of  about  250  visits  per  year. 
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Wildlife  Resources 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  provides  important  habitat  for  a  large  number  of 
species.  Raptors  roost  or  nest  in  the  area  and  include  great  horned  owls, 
prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles,  red-tail  hawks,  Cooper's  hawk,  and 
kestrels.  Although  as  yet  unconfirmed,  it  is  believed  that  bald  eagles  and 
peregrine  falcons  roost  in  the  area. 

Deer  habitat  totals  about  23,800  acres  (6,750  acres  spring  range,  11,500 
acres  summer  range,  3,950  acres  winter  range,  and  1,600  acres  yearlong 
range).  Recent  elk  sightings  have  been  made  in  the  WSA.  Antelope  occur  on 
the  Steptoe  Valley  bench  on  the  east  side  of  the  area  where  there  are  about 
1,900  acres  of  identified  habitat.  Populations  of  Hungarian  partridge,  sage 
grouse,  and  blue  grouse  (with  7,308  acres  of  identified  habitat)  exist. 
(See  Map  22.)  A  state  sensitive  species,  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout, 
occurs  in  Goshute  Creek.  Other  species  present  are  mountain  lions,  bobcats, 
and  yellowbelly  marmots,  as  well   as  others  that  commonly  occur  in  the  region. 

Threatened  or  Endangered  Species 

Peregrine  falcons  and  bald  eagles,  listed  as  endangered  species,  may  be 
observed  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  on  occasion.  The  spotted  bat  and  the 
Utah  Bonnevijle  cutthroat  trout  (Category  1  Sensitive  species)  are  found 
within  the  *WSA.  These  two  species  are  discussed  above  under  Special 
Features. 

Lands 

A  15-acre  mineral  patent  (no.  2685)  lies  surrounded  by  the  WSA  in  the 
southern  end.  There  are  no  other  private  inhol dings  in  the  WSA.  Several 
private  tracts  lie  adjacent  to  the  boundary.  Much  of  the  southern  boundary 
is  based  along  the  edges  of  patented  mining  claims. 

PARK  RANGE  WSA 
NV-040-154 

General  Environment 

The  Park  Range  WSA  (47,268  acres)  is  located  approximately  70  air  miles 
southwest  of  Ely  along  the  border  between  the  Ely  and  the  Battle  Mountain 
BLM  Districts  in  Nye  County.  Most  of  the  WSA  is  made  up  of  rugged, 
mountainous  terrain  with  some  benchland  around  the  periphery  of  the  unit. 
Elevation  ranges  from  6,400  feet  to  9,058  feet  on  Park  Mountain.  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  exposed  volcanic  rock  throughout  the  WSA,  and  this  makes  it  an 
exceptionally  rugged  area  even  though  its  peak  elevations  are  under  9,500 
feet. 
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The  area  also  sustains  heavy  forest  cover  made  up  primarily  of  pinyon  pine 
juniper,  and  mountain  mahogany  with  some  aspen  and  lesser  amounts  of 
Cottonwood  intermixed.  There  is  also  a  relatively  large  amount  of  wet 
meadow  vegetation  that  occurs  in  the  high  mountain  meadows  scattered 
throughout  the  area,  some  above  8,500  feet,  all  above  8,000  feet.  These 
sustain  a  rich  and  diverse  mixture  of  wildlife.  Surface  water  is  unusually 
plentiful  in  the  area  because  the  volcanic  rock  prevents  downward 
percolation  into  the  deep  ground  water  system. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness:  The  Park  Range  WSA  is  in  a  substantially  natural  condition  in 
a  setting  removed  from  the  effects  of  civilization.  The  Park  Range  runs 
northeast  to  southwest  through  the  unit.  This  is  an  extremely  rugged  range 
characterized  by  rocky  peaks  interspersed  with  pristine  mountain  meadows. 

The  south-central  portion  of  the  unit  is  the  most  rugged  and  pristine  The 
steep  topography  and  the  rugged  terrain  has  in  the  past,  and  will  in  the 
future,  limit  access  into  the  area. 

Generally,  all  man-made  intrusions  were  considered  significant,  and  were 
excluded  from  the  area  during  the  intensive  inventory.  Several 
cherrystemmed  routes  which  enter  the  unit  from  border  roads,  provide  access 
to  maintain  spring  developments,  a  pipeline,  fences  and  a  corral.  These 
routes  also  provide  general  access  for  ranchers,  hunters,  and  others.  The 
routes  and  improvements  all  have  an  impact  on  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 
Their  impact,  however,  is  minimal  and  peripheral  in  the  WSA,  and  is  only 
noticed  when  one  is  within  their  immediate  vicinity. 

An  old  uninhabited  cabin  is  included  within  the  WSA  at  the  northern  tip  It 
has  no  modern  improvements  associated  with  it  and  does  not  detract  from  the 
naturalness  of  the  area. 

A  portion  of  a  seeding  totalling  approximately  40  acres  is  within  the  WSA  on 
the  northwest  side.  The  seeding  was  put  in  along  contour  lines  and  the 
general  slope  appears  natural  in  the  landscape,  but  the  abrupt  edges  and 
composition  of  grasses  make  it  appear  slightly  unnatural. 

Solitud£:  The  Park  Range  WSA  is  47,268  acres  in  size.  This,  in  combination 
with  the  other  factors  discussed  below,  provides  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  throughout  the  unit. 

The  Park  Range  WSA  is  approximately  16  miles  long  and  ranges  from  two  to 
eight  miles  in  width.  The  general  configuration  of  the  area  enhances 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Topographic  screening  in  the  core  of  the  unit 
is  provided  by  the  highly  dissected  and  irregular  Park  Range  mountains  and 
includes  steep  canyons;  large  rock  outcrops,  both  vertical  and  horizontal; 
and  open,  park-l-"ke  meadows  which  combine  to  form  a  diversity  of 
topography.  The  terrain  around  the  base  of  the  range  varies  from  flat  to 
gently  rolling.  The  topographic  screening  by  itself  provides  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude. 
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Vegetative  screening  is  provided  by  pinyon,  juniper  and  mountain  mahogany 
which  completely  cover  portions  of  the  unit.  Tree  density  ranges  from  heavy 
on  the  forested  slopes,  to  none  in  the  isolated  open  meadow  areas.  The 
vegetation  provides  excellent  screening  and  enhances  opportunities  for 
solitude. 

Users  within  this  area  would  have  excellent  opportunities  to  avoid  others 
and  find  a  secluded  spot.  The  topographic  and  vegetative  screening  coupled 
with  the  size  and  configuration  of  the  area  would  provide  for  maintenance  of 
solitude  opportunities,  while  sustaining  general  wilderness  use  which  is 
expected  to  be  light.  Some  interaction  among  users  might  occur  at 
destination  points  including  Park  Mountain  (the  highest  peak),  at  the 
springs  and  in  the  park-like  meadows.  Access  into  the  core  of  the  unit  is 
difficult  from  any  direction.  This  will  tend  to  limit  use  and  enhance 
opportunities  for  solitude.  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  also  enhanced  by 
the  fact  that  the  area  is  so  remote. 

Primitive  Recreation:  The  Park  Range  offers  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation  throughout  the  unit.  The 
abundant  water  enhances  opportunities  for  hiking,  camping,  nature  study, 
photography,  etc. 

Special  Features:  The  variety  and  significance  of  the  special  features  in 
the  Park  Range  contribute  to  the  area's  suitability  as  wilderness.  These 
features  include  archaeological  and  historical  sites,  pristine  mountain 
meadows,  wildlife  values  and  wild  horses. 

Known  archaeological  resources  include  aboriginal  sites  such  as  lithic 
scatters,  isolates  and  possible  camp  sites.  Historic  sites  bordering  the 
WSA  consist  of  the  Overland  Stage  Routes  and  Stations  including  Pntchard  s 
Station,  Summit  Station  and  Hick's  Station  (currently  inhabited). 

There  are  several  vegetative  communities  within  the  Park  Range  WSA  which  are 
of  scientific  interest  as  comparison  or  relict  areas  because  of  their 
apparent  pristine  condition.  Although  the  meadows  examined  thus  far  show 
signs  of  historic  use  by  horses,  there  is  no  evidence  of  use  by  cattle  or 
sheep  in  the  range.  Because  the  limited  evidence  of  use  and  the  rugged 
terrain,  it  is  possible  that  some  of  the  mountain  meadows  abundant  1n  the 
WSA  are  in  a  pristine  condition,  a  rare  occurrence  within  the  Ely  District 
and  perhaps  in  the  state. 

Wildlife  values  consist  of  eyries  for  Goshawk,  prairie  falcon,  golden  eagle, 
kestrel,  and  Cooper's  hawk.  The  eyries  are  located  in  the  higher, 
mountainous  portion.  These  would  be  of  interest  to  sightseers  and  for 
scientific  interests.  This  WSA  is  very  important  as  a  nesting  area  for 
these  species.  The  endangered  peregrine  falcon  can  also  occasionally  be 
seen. 
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Wild  horses  can  be  seen  occasionally  on  the  benchlands  and  lower  elevations 
throughout  the  year  within  the  WSA.  They  are  part  of  the  Sand  Springs  Herd 
Unit  and  this  area  is  important  to  the  herd.  Users  would  likely  enjoy 
viewing  wild  horses. 

Mineral  Resources 

The  Park  Range  is  a  northeast  trending,  east  tilted  continuous  fault  block 
composed  primarily  of  unaltered  Tertiary  volcanic  units  with  outcroppings  of 
Paleozoic  sedimentary  rocks  occurring  only  in  small  areas  at  the  north  tip 
of  the  range  (GEM,  1983). 

The  Morey  Mining  District  occurs  about  five  miles  to  the  southwest  of  the 
Park  Range.  In  the  last  half  of  the  19th  century,  about  $500,000  worth  of 
silver  was  produced  in  this  district.  Within  the  WSA,  there  is  no  history 
of  mineral  production.  No  metallic  mineral  occurrences  or  mineralized  areas 
are  known  within  the  WSA.  As  of  1983,  no  mining  claims  existed  within  the 
Park  Range  WSA. 

The  entire  WSA  is  rated  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals 
primarily  because  it  is  covered  by  unaltered  Tertiary  volcanics  that  bear  no 
anomalous  geochemical  signature.  Some  of  the  underlying  Paleozoic 
sediments,  which  include  limestones  and  dolomites,  may  be  favorable  for  the 
accumulation  of  metallic  mineral  resources. 

Energy  Resources 

Potential  for  oil  and  gas  is  low.  Sections  of  thick  Tertiary  volcanics  and 
overlying  valley  alluvium  cover  the  area.  However,  some  potential  is 
present  as  evidenced  by  extensive  faulting  which  has  revealed  strata  of  the 
Paleozoic  age  miogeosyncline,  which  may  include  oil  and  gas  sources  and 
reservoirs.  As  of  1983,  2,900  acres  of  the  WSA  were  covered  by  oil  and  gas 
leases. 

The  bench  areas  on  both  the  east  and  west  have  moderate  geothermal 
potential,  based  solely  on  geologic  inference.  Thermal  occurrences  exist  in 
wells  and  springs  a  few  miles  outside  of  the  WSA  and  similar  geologic 
conditions  exist  in  the  WSA.  This  potential  occurs  on  22,230  acres.  Refer 
to  the  Mineral  and  Energy  Potential  Map. 

Livestock  Grazing 

The  Park  Range  WSA  has  low  value  for  livestock  grazing.  On  the  slopes  that 
are  accessible,  most  of  the  vegetation  is  comprised  of  pinyon  pine,  juniper, 
mountain  mahogany  and  various  species  of  sagebrush.  Though  vegetation  on 
the  remaining  areas  is  more  palatable,  these  areas  are  not  accessible  to 
livestock.  Examples  of  these  inaccessible  areas  are  the  small  meadows  and 
sagebrush/grass  basins  located  to  the  south  of  Cottonwood  Peak.  Portions  of 
four  grazing  allotments  cover  the  WSA.  (See  Appendix  C).  Three  allotments 
to  the  south  and  west  are  utilized  by  cattle.  In  the  fourth,  sheep  are 
trailed  along  the  east  benches.  Most  existing  projects  have  been  excluded 
from  the  WSA.  About  40  acres  of  a  seeding  occurs  within  the  western 
boundary  of  the  WSA. 
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Woodland  Resources 

About  20  percent  (9,500  acres)  of  the  WSA  is  manageable  woodland.  It 

contains  approximately  2  percent  of  the  manageable  woodland  in  the  Egan  RA. 

Although  the  area  has  usable  forest  products,  use  in  the  past  has  been  low 
because  of  the  area's  remoteness. 

Recreation  Values 

The  Park  Range  WSA  currently  receives  little  recreation  use  but  offers  an 
abundance  of  backcountry  recreation  opportunities.  Most  current  use  is  by 
hunters  and  trappers.  The  area  is  remote  and  access  into  portions  of  it  is 
difficult.  The  carrying  capacity  of  the  WSA  is  fairly  low.  It  will  be  able 
to  absorb  some  increased  use,  but  not  large  numbers.  It  is  net  expected, 
however,  that  there  will  be  large  increases  in  use  in  this  WSA. 

Wildlife  Resources 

The  Park  Range  WSA  hosts  several  species  of  wildlife  including  Cooper's 
hawks,  goshawks,  prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles,  and  kestrels.  There  are 
about  11,600  acres  of  deer  yearlong  range  and  about  7,550  acres  of  antelope 
yearlong  range.  Sage  grouse,  blue  grouse,  yellowbelly  marmots,  mountain 
lions  and  bobcats  also  occur.  The  Park  Range  is  a  possible  desert  bighorn 
sheep  release  area. 

The  Park  Range  wildlife  habitat  is  like  the  area  itself,  undisturbed  by 
human  activity. 

Lands  and  Realty 

There  are  no  private  inhol dings  within  the  Park  Range  WSA.  One  tract  of 
private  land,  Pritchard's  Station  (an  old  stage  stop)  lies  adjacent  to  the 
WSA  boundary  on  the  south  end. 

RIORDAN'S  WELL  WSA 
NV-040-166 

General  Environment 

The  Riordan's  Well  WSA  (57,002  acres)  is  located  approximately  50  miles 
southwest  of  Ely  and  includes  a  portion  of  the  Grant  Range.  The  central 
part  of  the  WSA  is  comprised  of  forested  mountains  of  the  Grant  Range. 
Forest  cover  is  primarily  pinyon  pine  and  juniper,  with  smaller  stands  of 
ponderosa  pine,  white  fir,  aspen,  mountain  mahogany,  and  cottonwood.  The 
mountains  fall  away  to  the  valley  floor  on  either  side  (east  and  west),  and 
also  taper  to  foothills  on  the  north  and  to  a  low  mountain  pass  on  the 
south.  The  valley  and  some  bench  portions  on  the  east  and  west  are 
treeless,  sagebrush-covered  areas. 
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Elevation  in  the  WSA  ranges  from  below  5,000  feet  to  9,352  feet  on  Heath 
Peak.  Wildlife  in  the  area  is  highly  diverse,  and  includes  mountain  lion, 
gray  fox,   several   raptor  species,  mule  deer,   and  bighorn  sheep. 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Naturalness:  The  Riordan's  Well  WSA  is  in  a  very  natural  condition  except 
for  the  northern  tip  and  the  southeast  crescent.  The  unit  contains  a  core 
area  of  rugged  mountains.  It  includes  at  least  18  peaks  over  8,000  feet  in 
elevation,  with  Heath  Peak  being  the  highest  at  9,352  feet.  Ponderosa  pine 
and  other  conifers  can  also  be  found  in  canyons  in  this  high  country.  The 
mountainous  area  is  concentrated  in  the  central  and  southwestern  portions  of 
the  unit.  The  remainder  of  the  unit  is  mostly  low  rolling  mountains  and 
alluvial   fans. 

Generally,  all  man-made  intrusions  were  considered  significant  and  were 
excluded  from  the  WSA.  These  include  two  spring  developments,  a  fence  line 
and  15  cherrystemmed  routes.  These  routes  are  concentrated  in  the 
southeastern  crescent  of  the  unit  and,  although  technically  excluded,  they 
impair  one's  feeling  of  naturalness  in  small  portions  of  the  area.  The 
terrain  allows  for  easy  access  in  this  area  and  new  routes  are  easily  formed 
by  vehicle  passage.  Use  associated  with  hunting,  mineral  exploration,  and 
ranching  are  the  main  causes  of  these  routes.  This  type  of  use  is  difficult 
to  control . 

Solitude:  Opportunities  for  solitude  vary  from  fair  to  excellent  based  on 
individual  factors.  However,  the  factors  of  size  and  topographic  and 
vegetative  screening  in  combination  offer  an  outstanding  opportunity  for 
solitude  over  much  of  the  unit.  The  size  of  the  area  (57,002  acres) 
contributes  to  the  opportunities  for  solitude.  The  area  is  roughly 
crescent-shaped  and  varies  from  two  to  twelve  miles  across.  Except  for  the 
northern  portion  which  is  narrow,  the  configuration  enhances  opportunities 
for  solitude. 

Topographic  screening  is  provided  by  the  mountains,  hills,  rock  outcrops  and 
rolling  alluvial  fans.  Most  of  the  core  of  the  area  is  mountainous  and 
dissected  by  steep  canyons.  The  mountainous  portion  is  complex  and  not 
dominated  by  a  single  ridgeline.  Topographic  screening  here  is 
outstanding.  The  quality  of  the  screening  decreases,  however,  as  one  moves 
from  the  mountains  to  the  rolling  hills.  Screening  is  almost  nonexistent  in 
the  valley  portions. 

Vegetative  screening  is  provided  primarily  by  the  mixed  pinyon  and  juniper 
woodlands.  There  are  stands  of  ponderosa  pine  and  white  fir  along  the 
western  slopes  located  in  the  higher  elevations.  The  pinyon  and  juniper  are 
dense  with  larger  growth  in  the  southern  two-thirds  of  the  WSA  and  less 
dense  with  smaller  growth  along  the  eastern  periphery  and  in  the  northern 
third.  The  alluvial  fans  making  up  the  eastern  part  of  the  unit  are  covered 
with  low  vegetation  and  do  not  provide  ^ery  effective  vegetative  screening. 
Overall,  outstanding  solitude  can  be  found  within  much  of  the  unit  as  a 
result  of  the  combination  of  vegetative  and  topographic  screening. 
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Impacts  of  outside  sights  and  sounds  on  solitude  would  stem  primarily  from 
the  infrequent  vehicle  use  on  the  perimeter  roads  and  cherrystemmed  routes. 
The  area  along  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  crescent  would  potentially  be 
most  severely  affected  from  these  outside  sights  and  sounds  since  this  is 
where  the  majority  of  cherrystemmed  routes  exist.  Impacts  of  other  outside 
sights  and  sounds  would  not  impair  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Users  within  the  area  would  have  good  opportunities  to  avoid  contact  with 
others.  The  combination  of  screening  and  size  would  provide  for  insurance 
of  a  high  degree  of  solitude  while  sustaining  wilderness  use.  Should  there 
ever  be  heavy  use,  some  interaction  among  users  can  be  expected  at  staging 
areas  and  at  destination  points  such  as  Heath  Peak,  the  highest  point.  Use 
may  be  somewhat  restricted  since  the  area  is  removed  from  large  population 
centers. 

Primitive  Recreation:  Riordan's  Well  WSA  offers  very  good  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation.  However,  neither  the  diversity  nor  the  quality  was 
considered  to  be  outstanding.  Hiking,  cave  exploration  and  wildlife  viewing 
are  some  of  the  best  activities  although  many  recreational  opportunities  can 
be  undertaken  in  the  WSA. 

Special  Features:  The  types  and  quality  of  special  features  including 
ponderosa  pine,  caves,  wild  horses  and  wildlife  values  add  to  the 
suitability  of  a  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  as  wilderness. 

Numerous  stands  of  ponderosa  pine  are  located  along  the  north  and  western 
slopes  of  the  high  country.  These  are  viable  stands  with  reproduction 
occurring.  They  would  be  of  interest  to  wilderness  users  and  are  valuable 
as  seed  sources  and  as  a  source  of  genetic  diversity. 

The  wild  horses  are  part  of  the  White  River  Herd  Unit.  Approximately  25 
horses  spend  part  of  their  year  within  the  WSA.  This  area  is  important  to 
the  horse  herd.  Users  would  likely  enjoy  wild  horses. 

A  cave  (Thunder  Cave)  is  of  unknown  quality.  It  has  been  visited  by  Ely 
District  personnel,  but  the  full  extent  of  the  cave  is  not  known.  Other 
cave  openings  have  been  spotted  but  not  explored. 

Wildlife  values  consist  of  mule  deer,  bighorn  sheep,  upland  and  small  game 
as  well  as  eyries  for  golden  eagle,  kestrels,  turkey  vultures,  red-tailed 
hawks,  great  horned  and  long-eared  owls,  and  prairie  falcons.  The 
endangered  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  can  also  occasionally  be  seen  in 
the  WSA.  Wildlife  viewing  would  be  an  attraction  for  visitors  within  the 
area. 

Mineral  Resources 

The  Grant  Range,  of  which  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  is  a  portion,  is  a 
northerly  trending  fault  block  of  Paleozoic  sediments  that  have  been 
complexly  thrusted,  faulted,  and  locally  overlain  by  Tertiary  volcanics 
(GEM,  1983). 
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The  major  mountain  formation  in  the  area  occurred  in  the  mid-Mesozoic  time. 
The  first  part  of  this  phase  was  associated  with  low-grade  regional 
metamorphism,  the  latter  part  with  eastward  thrusting  of  Paleozoic 
sediments.  The' upper  plates  of  these  thrusts  are  cut  by  high  angle  faults, 
both  normal  and  reverse,  and  most  occurred  after  the  thrusting. 

Following  this  period,  extrusions  of  welded  tuffs,  flows,  and  breccias 
occurred.  Volcanism  also  occurred  during  the  Quaternary  period. 

There  is  no  recorded  production  from  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA. 
Southwest  of  the  WSA  is  the  Troy  Mining  District  where  a  recorded  production 
of  $1  million  in  gold  has  occurred.  An  unknown  quantity  of  tungsten  was 
produced  from  the  nearby  Nye  and  Terrell  Mines.  There  are  no  known  mineral 
occurrences  or  prospects  in  the  WSA. 

There  are  three  blocks  of  claims  located  within  the  WSA,  two  along  the 
southern  border  and  another  in  the  central  portion.  As  of  1983,  a  total  of 
91  claims  existed  within  the  WSA. 

Within  the  WSA  there  is  one  small  area  where  contact  metamorphism  may  have 
contributed  to  the  concentration  of  tungsten  or  gold  as  it  did  to  the 
north.  A  thrust  plate  noted  in  the  western  portion  of  the  WSA,  subjected  to 
the  proper  hydrothermal  influence,  could  provide  for  the  same  potential  as 
observed,  for  example,  in  the  jasperoid  breccia  at  the  Gold  Point  Mine. 
This  area  (2,950  acres),  therefore,  has  been  rated  as  having  moderate 
metallic  mineral  potential.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  has  been  rated  as 
having  low  potential  for  metallic  mineral  resources  (GEM,  1983). 

Energy  Resources 

The  valley  portions,  totalling  10,064  acres  of  the  WSA,  have  low  potential 
for  oil  and  gas.  The  mountainous  portion  has  virtually  no  potential.  About 
27,000  acres  of  the  WSA  are  leased  for  oil  and  gas. 

Oil  and  gas  exploration  activity  is  strong  to  the  east  of  the  WSA  in  White 
River  Valley,  but  interest  seems  not  to  extend  into  the  WSA  itself.  (Refer 
to  the  Mining  Claims  and  Leases  Map.)  Several  fields  in  Railroad  Valley  to 
the  west  have  produced  oil  since  the  early  1950's.  Interest  continues  in 
this  area. 

There  are  no  known  geothermal  occurrences  in  the  WSA,  but  several  warm 
springs  are  located  fromo  within  5o  to  15  miles  of  the  WSA  boundary. 
Temperatures  range  from  72°  F.  to  100°  F.  There  are  no  geothermal  leases  in 
the  WSA. 
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Livestock  Grazing 


The  large  expanses  of  dense  pinyon-jum'per  woodland  and  rough  terrain  which 
cover  much  of  the  study  area  are  the  main  factors  contributing  to  its 
overall  low  value  for  livestock  grazing.  About  3,000  acres  on  the  lower 
east  slopes  have  greater  value  for  grazing  since  they  have  more  palatable 
vegetation  and  less  severe  terrain.  Portions  of  five  grazing  allotments  are 
included  within  the  WSA  boundary.  Cattle  are  grazed  on  four  of  these 
allotments.  One  of  the  allotments  is  reserved  for  wildlife  and  livestock 
grazing  does  not  occur  here.  Refer  to  Appendix  C.  All  range  improvements 
have  been  cherrystemmed  from  the  area.  The  only  proposed  improvement  is  a 
well  in  Dry  Basin  (T.  7  N.,  R.  57  E.,  sec.  36,  NW%) .  There  are  ten 
undeveloped  springs  in  the  unit. 

Woodland  Resources 

About  31  percent,  (17,892  acres)  of  the  WSA  is  manageable  woodland.  It 
contains  about  4  percent  of  the  manageable  woodland  in  the  Egan  RA.  Pine 
nuts  and  fuel  wood  have  been  taken  from  this  area  in  the  past,  mostly  by 
local  ranchers  since  the  WSA  is  fairly  remote.  There  is,  however, 
unauthorized  woodcutting  occurring  within  the  WSA  in  the  north  and  east 
portion. 

Recreation  Values 

The  Riordan's  Well  WSA  receives  very  little  recreation  use,  but  has  good 
opportunities  for  primitive  backcountry  recreation.  Most  current  use  in  the 
area  is  by  hunters  and  trappers.     The  area  is  relatively  remote. 

Wildlife  Resources 

Wildlife  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  includes  mountain  lion  and  bobcat, 
ringtail  cat,  gray  fox,  and  several  species  of  raptors  (golden  eagles, 
kestrels,  turkey  vultures,  red-tailed  hawks,  great  horned  and  long-eared 
owls,  prairie  falcons).  There  are  48,000  acres  of  high  density  deer  winter 
range  within  the  WSA.  This  habitat  is  crucial  to  get  large  numbers  of  deer 
through  the  winter.  Bighorn  sheep  from  the  adjacent  USFS  Grant  Range  unit 
range  into  the  WSA  as  do  elk. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

The  endangered  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  can  occasionally  be  seen  in 
the  WSA. 

Several  state-listed  sensitive  species  are  found  in  the  WSA.  These  include 
the  ferruginous  hawk  and  the  oneleaf  Torrey  milk-vetch  (Astragalus  calycosus 
var.   monophyllidius).     Refer  to  Appendix  D. 

Lands  and  Realty 

There  are  no  private  inholdings  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA. 
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General  Environment 


The  South  Egan  Range  WSA  (96,916  acres)  is  located  approximately  25  miles 
south  of  Ely  in  the  Egan  Range  in  White  Pine,  Nye,  and  Lincoln  Counties. 
This  WSA  is  made  up  primarily  of  forested,  mountainous  terrain  with  some 
associated  bench  and  valley  land.  The  mountains,  formed  by  thrust  and 
normal  faulting,  are  made  up  mainly  of  Paleozoic  rocks,  some  of  which  form  a 
large  series  of  spectacular  cliffs  on  the  west  side  of  the  range.  The  high 
point  in  the  WSA  rises  above  9,600  feet,  while  parts  of  the  area  lie  near 
5,600  feet.  Tree  cover  is  dense  in  many  places  and  primarily  made  up  of 
pinyon  pine  and  juniper,  although  the  higher  elevations  support  stands  of 
white  fir  and  limber  and  bristlecone  pine.  Riparian  areas  and  wildlife  are 
very  abundant,  and  wildlife  species  include  high  mule  deer  populations,  elk 
sage  grouse,  blue  grouse,  quail,  mountain  lions,  bobcats,  eagles,  kestrels, 
hawks,  owls,  and  falcons. 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Naturalness:  The  high  country  of  the  South  Egan  Range  is  in  a  \tery  natural 
condition.  Other  portions  of  the  WSA  appear  unnatural  and  are  adversely 
affected  by  the  presence  of  cherrystemmed  routes  and  range  developments. 

The  WSA  includes  the  rugged  high  country  of  this  portion  of  the  Egan  Range 
and  some  of  the  foot  hills  area.  The  high  country  is  quite  scenic  because 
of  the  limestone  cliffs  and  conifer  forests.  Much  of  the  west  side  of  the 
range  between  Brown  Knoll  and  Sheep  Pass  Canyon  is  virtually  impenetrable 
because  of  the  sheer  limestone  cliffs. 

Much  of  the  area,  however,  is  adversely  affected  by  man's  imprints.  Around 
the  base  of  the  unit  and  extending  into  the  interior  are  39  cherrystemmed 
routes.  At  least  six  of  the  routes  extend  for  5  miles  or  more  into  the  WSA 
and  three  come  to  within  1  mile  of  each  other  in  the  high  country.  They  are 
cherrystemmed  and  technically  out  of  the  area  but  their  presence  does  affect 
the  feeling  of  naturalness.  There  are  also  numerous  range  developments  such 
as  fence  lines  and  stock  ponds  associated  with  the  cherrystemmed  roads.  A 
radio  transmission  structure  is  located  on  the  southwest  edge  of  the  WSA. 
It  is  situated  on  a  hill,  painted  white,  and  creates  a  visual  impact  within 
its  immediate  vicinity. 

Solitude:  The  South  Egan  Range  WSA  is  approximately  26  miles  long  and  3  to 
"5  miles  wide  encompassing  96,916  acres.  The  large  size  of  the  WSA  in 
combination  with  other  factors  discussed  below  provides  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  within  several  portions  of  the  WSA. 

The  configuration  is  severely  affected  by  cherrystemmed  routes,  several  of 
which  nearly  join  in  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  creates  a  narrow 
roadless  corridor  through  the  WSA's  center.  Solitude  is  impaired  by  the 
presence  of  these  routes  and  the  vehicles  using  them. 
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Topographic  screening  is  provided  by  the  rolling  hills  around  the  perimeter 
and  the  steep  mountains  of  the  interior,  especially  in  the  central  part 
where  massive  limestone  cliffs  and  bluffs  provide  effective  screening  and 
barriers.  The  southern  one-third  of  the  mountainous  area  includes  an  open 
bowl  (Long  Canyon)  between  high  mountain  ridges.  The  northern  one-third  is 
generally  mountainous,  but  lacks  the  spectacular  bluffs  of  the  central 
portion.  Topographic  screening  greatly  enhances  opportunities  for  solitude 
within  most  of  the  WSA  except  for  the  rolling  hills. 

Vegetative  screening  is  provided  primarily  by  pinyon,  juniper  and  mixed 
conifer  woodland.  The  eastern  benches  have  fairly  dense  stands  of  pinyon 
and  juniper.  The  mountainous  portions  have  dense  stands  of  pinyon,  juniper 
and  mixed  conifer  interspersed  with  open  areas  and  meadows.  Mountain 
mahogany  and  aspen  are  present  in  small,  scattered  stands  throughout  the 
unit.  Most  of  the  WSA  has  effective  vegetative  screening  which  enhances 
opportunities  for  solitude. 

Users  within  the  area  would  have  excellent  opportunities  to  avoid  contact 
with  others  and  find  a  secluded  spot.  The  combination  of  topographic  and 
vegetative  screening  with  the  size  and  configuration  of  the  area  would 
accommodate  users  while  maintaining  opportunities  for  solitude.  Interaction 
among  users  can  be  expected  at  staging  areas,  at  springs,  in  the  upper 
meadows,  at  the  highest  peaks  and  at  specific  attractions  such  as  Angel  Cave 
or  the  bristlecone  pine  areas. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  variety  and  quality  of 
recreational  pursuits  make  the  area  outstanding  in  the  opportunities  offered 
for  primitive  recreation.  Recreation  activities  include  backpacking, 
hunting,  nature  study,  horseback  riding,  rock  climbing,  technical  climbing 
and  spelunking.  The  area  provides  a  diversity  of  terrain,  ecosystems,  and 
scenic  vistas  which  enhance  hiking,  horseback  riding  and  nature  study.  The 
central  third  of  the  unit  includes  massive  limestone  cliffs  which  provide 
the  full  range  of  challenge  opportunities  for  rock  climbing  and  technical 
climbing.  Hunting  is  good  for  mule  deer  and  mountain  lion  since  there  are 
moderate  to  high  populations  of  these  species.  Spelunking  opportunities  are 
available  at  Angel  Cave  in  the  top  of  the  Egan  Range  and  the  potential  for 
discovering  other  caves  is  good. 

Access  into  the  core  of  the  unit  ranges  from  quite  difficult  to  quite  easy. 
Access  is  difficult  in  the  northern  portion,  but  fairly  easy  via  the 
cherrystemmed  roads  which  reach  into  the  southern  and  central  part  of  the 
unit. 

Special  Features:   The  variety,  extent  and  significance  of  the  special 

features  enhance  the  wilderness  values  of  the  WSA.   The  area  contains 

bristlecone  pine,  Angel  Cave,  massive  limestone  cliffs,  archaeological 
features,  and  wildlife  values. 

The  bristlecone  pine  occur  in  places  along  the  ridgeline. 
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Angel  Cave  is  a  pit  cave  of  undetermined  significance,  approximately  100 
feet  deep.  It's  location  is  unusual  because  it  is  at  the  top  of  the  Egan 
Range,  just  under  9,000  feet.  Nearly  all  limestone  solution  caves  occur  at 
a  lower  level  where  the  ground  water  accumulates. 

The  massive  limestone  cliffs  that  run  along  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  are 
significant  in  their  scenic  and  geological  value.  They  also  provide  quality 
recreational   opportunities. 

Cultural  values  include  several  large  lithic  scatters  and  one  quarry  site. 
Much  of  the  area  has  a  very  high  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
archaeological  sites.  The  recorded  archaeological  values  are  fairly 
extensive. 

Wildlife  values  include  big  game,  small  and  upland  game  as  well  as  raptor 
eyries  for  red- tail  hawks,  prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles,  kestrels,  great 
horned  and  long  eared  owls.  These  are  located  along  the  limestone  cliffs. 
Turkey  vultures  nest  in  the  area.  This  WSA  also  includes  the  highest 
density  prairie  falcon  nesting  area  in  the  Ely  District.  Small  numbers  of 
Gambel's  quail  can  also  be  found  within  the  WSA.  They  are  an  unusual 
occurrence  within  the  Ely  District  and  are  confined  to  the  lower  foothills, 
springs,   and  riparian  areas. 

Minerals  and  Energy 

The  Egan  Range  is  a  northerly  trending  fault  block  composed  of  Paleozoic 
carbonate  sediments  that  have  been  deformed  by  thrust  and  normal  faulting. 
Tertiary  volcanic  units  locally  overlie  the  older  sediments.  Rock  units 
within  the  WSA  include  the  Prospect  Mountain  Quartzite,  the  Pioche  Shale, 
the  Pogonip  Group,  the  Devonian  Sevy  Dolomite,  the  Guilmette  Formation,  the 
Devonian-Mississippian  Group,  Pilot  Shale,  and  others.  Structural  features 
in  the  WSA  include  Early-Middle  Paleozoic  upwarping,  Late  Mesozoic-Early 
Cenozoic  thrusting,  large  pre-Eocene  reverse  faults,  low-angle 
Oligocene-Miocene  normal  faults  and  Pliocene-Pleistocene  Basin  and  Range 
normal   faulting  (Gem,   1983). 

The  Ellison  Mining  District  is  partly  located  in  the  north  end  of  the  WSA. 
Limited  amounts  of  gold,  silver,  lead,  copper,  zinc,  and  fluorite  were 
produced  from  the  area  in  the  1930's  and  1 940' s.  Production  totals  were  3 
ounces  of  gold,  801  ounces  of  silver,  11,427  pounds  of  copper,  4,325  pounds 
of  lead,  and  1,910  pounds  of  zinc.  Rich  oxidized  near-surface  ore  has  been 
mined  out.  Recent  exploration  was  conducted  in  the  district  by  U.S.  Borax, 
but  results  were  not  encouraging. 

Mining  claims  are  located  on  the  north  end  of  the  WSA  in  the  Ellison 
District  and  on  the  northwest  bench  just  east  of  Lund.  As  of  1983,  a  total 
of  51  mining  claims  existed  within  the  WSA.  Ore  bodies  in  the  Ellison 
District  occur  as  contact  metamorphic  deposits  associated  with  volcanic 
stocks  or  plugs.  In  the  claim  group  east  of  Lund,  disseminated  precious 
metals  occur  in  a  volcanic  porphyry. 
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A  zone  on  the  north  end  of  the  WSA  totalling  802  acres  has  high  potential 
for  base  and  precious  metals.  A  zone  of  moderate  potential  for  base  and 
precious  metals  totalling  7,633  acres  lies  just  south  of  the  high  potential 
area.  (Refer  to  Mineral  and  Energy  Potential  Map.) 

East  of  Lund,  disseminated  gold  has  been  discovered  although  its  grade  is 
subeconomic  at  this  time.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  has  low  potential  for 
metallic  minerals  (GEM,  1983). 

Potential  for  nonmetallic  minerals  is  high  in  the  Ellison  District  because 
of  the  fluorite  present  along  narrow  veins  in  both  limestones  and  Tertiary 
volcam'cs.  Moderate  potential  occurs  on  the  bench  areas  for  sand  and  gravel. 

Energy  Resources 

The  entire  WSA  has  low  or  no  potential  for  oil  and  gas  resources  (GEM, 
1983).  Oil  and  gas  leases  are  held  on  about  45,000  acres  of  the  WSA. 
(Refer  to  Mining  Claims  and  Leases  Map.) 

Twenty-two  exploratory  oil  and  gas  wells  have  been  drilled  in  the  valleys 
surrounding  the  WSA.  Several  have  had  shows,  however,  there  is  no  current 
production. 

A  small  (328  acre)  portion  on  the  southwest  bench  at  Emigrant  Springs  has 
moderate  geothermal  potential  (refer  to  the  Mineral  and  Energy  Potential 
Map).  The  thermal  water  here  is  measured  at  70°F.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA 
has  low  potential  for  geothermal  resources  (GEM,  1983). 

Livestock  Grazing 

The  western  mountain  portion  of  the  study  area  is  generally  unsuitable  for 
grazing  (except  for  some  bench  areas)  because  of  steep,  rocky  terrain  and 
low-value  forage.  The  eastern  slopes  are  more  accessible  and  vegetated  with 
more  palatable  species.  From  late  spring  through  winter  these  eastern  areas 
receive  substantial  livestock  use  with  heavy  use  in  canyons  containing 
springs.  Portions  of  eight  allotments  are  within  the  WSA  boundaries. 
Permittees  run  primarily  cattle  in  seven  of  the  allotments  and  sheep  in  the 
other.  (See  Appendix  C.)  All  existing  range  improvements  except  for  one 
combination  spraying/seeding  (1,460  acres)  in  the  Rock  Canyon  allotment  and 
part  of  an  old  chaining  (400  acres)  in  the  Brown  Knoll  allotment  have  been 
cherrystemmed  from  the  WSA  boundaries.  There  are  approximately  28 
undeveloped  springs  within  the  WSA. 

Woodland  Resources 

About  16  percent  (15,000  acres)  of  the  WSA  is  manageable  woodland.  It 
contains  approximately  3  percent  of  the  manageable  woodland  in  the  Egan  RA. 
The  area  has  been  used  heavily  in  the  past  and  present  for  fuel  wood 
cutting.  Historic  commercial  logging  took  place  in  Sawmill  Canyon  at  the 
turn  of  the  century.  Residents  of  Lund,  Preston  and  Ely  use  the  area  for 
gathering  Christmas  trees  and  fuelwood.  Unauthorized  wood  cutting  in  this 
area  is  a  problem  and  signifies  a  locally  heavy  demand. 
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Recreation  Values 

This  WSA  is  readily  accessible  from  U.S.  highway  318.  In  addition,  several 
routes  extend  into  the  core  of  the  high  country  from  both  sides  of  the  area. 

This  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  is  a  popular  area  for  a  variety  of 
recreation  activities.  The  area  receives  about  1,100  visits  per  year.  Use 
areas  include  nearly  all  accessible  portions.  The  Cave  Valley  area  which 
borders  most  of  the  eastern  side  is  a  popular  camping  and  staging  area  for 
recreationists  while  they  are  in  the  vicinity. 

The  primary  current  use  of  the  area  is  by  hunters  and  trappers.  However, 
the  area  hosts  many  other  activities  including  spelunking,  hiking,  camping, 
off-road  vehicle  use,   horseback  riding  and  rockhounding. 

Wildlife  Resources 

The  South  Egan  Range  provides  high  quality  habitat  for  a  number  of  species. 
Golden  eagles,  kestrels,  turkey  vultures,  red-tail  hawks,  and  great  horned 
and  long  eared  owls  nest  in  this  WSA.  Along  the  WSA's  cliffs,  prairie 
falcons  have  the  highest  nesting  density  in  the  Ely  BLM  District.  There  are 
about  66,600  acres  of  deer  habitat,  including  39,900  acres  of  deer  summer 
range  (24,700  acres  of  which  are  key  habitat),  26,700  acres  of  deer  winter 
range  (13,500  acres  of  which  are  key  habitat).  Sage  grouse  occur  on  about 
15,250  acres  of  the  WSA  .blue  grouse  on  17,450  acres.  Gambel ' s  quail, 
mountain  lions,  bobcats,  and  occasional  elk  also  occur.  The  WSA  is  a 
potential   bighorn  sheep  transplant  area. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species 

The  endangered  bald  eagle  and  peregrine  falcon  can  occasionally  be  seen  in 
the  WSA.  The  ferruginous  hawk,  a  state  listed  sensitive  species,  can  also 
be  found  in  the  WSA.     Refer  to  Appendix  D. 

Lands  and  Realty 

There  are  numerous  private  parcels  of  land  that  lie  adjacent  to  the  WSA 
forming  portions  of  the  boundary.  The  following  seven  private  parcels 
totalling  697  acres  are  surrounded  by  the  WSA: 

Parcel  No.  1—  T.  10  N.,  R.  63  E.,  sec.  3,  SW?*NW%;  sec.  4,  Lots  1  and  2, 
SE%NE%  (177.04  acres)  White  Pine  County.  The  parcel  is  owned  by  C  B 
Ranch  and  has  no  water  rights  on  record. 

Parcel  No.  2—  T.  10  N.,  R.  63  E.,  sec.  8,  SE**NE%,  E%SE%;  sec.  9,  SW%NW%; 
sec.  17,  NE%NE%  (200  acres)  White  Pine  County.  The  parcel  is  owned  by 
Unelco,  Inc.  Adams-McGill  has  the  water  rights  to  Willow  Spring  located 
on  this  parcel . 
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Parcel  No.   3—  T.   10  N., 
County.     The  parcel 
record. 


R.   63  E.,     sec.   16,     mhS\ih,     (40  acres)  White  Pine 
is  owned   by  Unelco,    Inc.    and  has  no  water  rights  on 


Parcel  No.   4--  T.   10  N. 
Pine    County.      The 
rights  on  record. 

Parcel  No.   5—  T.   11   N., 
County.     The  parcel 
record. 


,   R.    63  E.,   sec.    17,   SE%SW%,     S%SE1^ 
parcel     is    owned    by    Unelco,     Inc. 


(120  acres)  White 
and    has    no    water 


R.   63  E., 
is  owned  by 


sec 
S  & 


16,     NE^SEJj 


(40  acres)     White  Pine 
H  Ranches  and  has  no  water  rights  on 


Parcel  No.  6—  T.  11  N.,  R.  63  E.,  sec.  17,  UhSWh  (80  acres)  White  Pine 
County.  The  parcel  is  owned  by  S  &  H  Ranches.  Barrel  Spring  is  located 
on  this  parcel   and  the  water  rights  are  owned  by  Adams-McGil 1 . 

Parcel  No.  1—  T.  11  N.,  R.  63  E.,  sec.  20,  NE%NE%  (40  acres)  White  Pine 
County.  The  parcel  is  owned  by  S  &  H  Ranches  and  has  no  water  rights  on 
record. 


In    the    following    sections,    surface    rights    are    in    public    ownership,    while 
subsurface  mineral    rights  are  privately  held: 


T. 

T. 


11 

11 


N., 


63 
63 


sec, 
sec 


16 
30 


(40  acres) 
(40  acres) 


Portions   of  two  Desert  Land  Entry  Applications 
acres  within  the  WSA  in  T.    11  N.,  R.   62  E. 


have   been  filed  on  about  300 


A  proposed  rail  corridor,  identified  by  the  developers  of  the  White  Pine 
Power  Project,  would  pass  through  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  on  the  east  side 
where  the  WSA  touches  the  Cave  Valley  road.  This  corridor  is  one  alternative 
route  for  coal  delivery  to  the  proposed  power  plant  site  in  North  Steptoe 
Valley.     The  corridor  was,   however,   not  chosen  as  the  preferred  route. 

One  radio  transmission  facility  exists  in  the  lower  foothills  on  the  west 
side  of  the  WSA.  The  right-of-way  issued  for  the  site  and  the  road  leading 
to  it  has  been  cherrystemmed  out  of  the  WSA. 
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CHAPTER  4 
Environmental  Consequences 

INTRODUCTION 

This  chapter  describes  the  environmental  consequences  of  implementing  the 
different  wilderness  alternatives.  The  impacts  are  summarized  in  Tables  4-7 
in  Chapter  2.  Only  the  required  elements  and  the  environmental  issues 
(impact  topics)  that  were  identified  during  scoping  are  discussed  and 
analyzed  in  this  document,  The  "Scoping"  section  in  Chapter  1  contains  a 
list  of  the  impact  topics. 

A  discussion  of  the  adverse  impacts  which  cannot  be  avoided,  the 
relationship  between  short-term  uses  of  man's  environment  and  the 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  productivity,  and  the  irreversible 
and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources,  can  be  found  following  the 
analysis  of  each  of  the  proposed  actions  in  this  chapter. 

All  mineral  and  range  development  maps  referred  to  in  this  chapter  are 
located  in  a  separate  map  section  between  Chapters  3  and  4. 


GOSHUTE  CANYON  WSA 
NV-040-015 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.   1) 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  22,225  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would 
receive  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 
The  remaining  13,369  acres  would  receive  no  special   protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Naturalness  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  five 
proposed  spring  developments.  Minor  surface  disturbance  resulting  during 
development  of  the  five  spring  areas  would  have  a  short-term  effect  on 
naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The 
spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs  would  be  placed  outside  the 
fenced  area.  The  presence  of  fences  and  troughs  would  detract  slightly  from 
the  natural  character  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset, 
however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the 
presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 
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There  would  be  a  slight,  positive  effect  on  naturalness  due  primarily  to  the 
closure  of  the  22,225  acres  to  vehicles  which  would  halt  the  formation  of 
new  two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off-road  use.  Also  benefiting 
naturalness  in  the  suitable  portion  would  be  the  closure  of  the  area  to 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development  and  woodland  product  harvest. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  and  construction 
activities  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development  of  four  small 
underground  mines  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  physically 
disturb  and  impair  the  natural  character  of  63  acres.  Due  to  the  already 
disturbed  nature  of  the  land  just  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  in  the  same 
area  as  these  mines,  the  overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be 
greatly  affected. 

Naturalness  would  also  be  impaired  on  2  acres  (1  mile)  by  seismic  lines. 
The  wilderness  user  would  see  these  lines  only  if  they  were  crossed  while 
hiking  or  were  seen  from  the  high  country. 

Stumps  left  by  commercial  woodcutting,  piled  branches,  and  associated 
two-wheel  tracks  would  detract  from  the  area's  naturalness  within  the 
130-acre  cutting  area  on  the  southwest  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Due  to  the 
thick  tree  cover  the  overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be  greatly 
affected  by  the   presence  of  the  cutting  area. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Solitude  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  range  developments  for  the  duration  of  actual 
construction  activities.  Occasional  maintenance  of  the  spring  developments 
accessed  by  vehicle  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  solitude. 

Occasional  vehicular  use  of  the  7  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes  would 
detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude  in  their  immediate  vicinity,  especially 
during  hunting  season.  The  low  use  of  recreational  vehicles  during  the 
remainder  of  the  year  lessens  the  impact. 

The  reduction  of  additional  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development, 
and  the  elimination  of  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a 
positive  effect  on  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  occasional  blasting,  use  of  heavy 
equipment,  and  traffic  to  and  from  the  four  mining  sites  would  detract  from 
the  feeling  of  solitude  along  the  WSA's  southern  boundary,  especially  in 
close  proximity  to  the  mines.  The  duration  of  each  mine  is  expected  to  be 
about  5  years.  Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  from  the  blasting  and 
helicopters  associated  with  the  5  miles  of  surface  shot  seismic  line  and 
from  the  heavy  equipment  used  for  the  1  mile  of  vibroseis  lines. 

Chain  saws  and  vehicle  use  would  affect  solitude  in  the  130-acre  area 
designated  for  woodcutting.  These  impacts  would  be  sporadic  based  on  the 
cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas  trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  take. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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4  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  The  impacts 
described  in  the  solitude  section  for  the  suitable  area  would  also  diminish 
the  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  while  they  are  in 
progress  and  the  visitor  is  nearby. 

The  reduction  of  additional  mining  development  and  energy  exploration,  and 
the  elimination  of  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a 
positive  effect  on  enhancing  the  area's  opportunities  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
ongoing  mining  operations,  woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV  use  would 
diminish  the  opportunity  for  primitive  or  unconfined  recreation  for  those 
visitors  in  the  vicinity  of  these  operations. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features,  the  bristlecone  pine, 
archaeological  values,  Goshute  Cave,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  are 
mostly  located  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would  receive  the 
added  protection  from  tighter  restrictions  on  surface  disturbing  activities 
within  wilderness.  The  bristlecone  pine  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion 
would  still   be  protected. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
highly  scenic  values,  special  geologic  features,  stands  of  bristlecone 
pine,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative 
impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  on 
approximately  200  acres.  The  remaining  13,169  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral   Resources 

All  lands  within  the  22,225-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  This  would  include 
5,209  acres  previously  withdrawn  due  to  special  area  designation. 
Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  includes 
approximately  10,300  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  The 
remainder  of  the  WSA  is  identified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.  The  small  heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness 
designation  would  be  foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims. 

All  lands  within  the  13,369-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  potential  mineral  resources  would  be  available 
for  exploration  and  development.  This  includes  5,731  acres  of  high 
potential  and  8,433  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals. 
Actual  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the 
suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  '  small  heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness 
designation  would  be  foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing 
claims.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  22,225-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unl eased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  With  the  exception  of  800  acres  of 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources,  the  remainder  of  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  has  been  rated  as  having  low  potential  for  energy 
resources  (oil,  gas,  geothermal). 

All  lands  within  the  13,369-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing.  This  includes  700  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
geothermal  resources.  All  energy  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  Actual  development  of  energy  resources  is  not 
expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a 
result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA  and  development  of  these  resources  is  not  expected  to  take 
place.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  or  development  of 
energy  resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  change.  The 
proposed  spring  developments  and  riparian  fencing  would  be  allowed  following 
criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy.  A  5-acre  herbicide  spraying 
of  wyethia  wi  thirl  tPTe  suitable  portion  would  not  be  approved.  An 
alternative  method  of  removing  the  plants  would  be  required. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of 
new  projects  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing 
facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 
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4  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  22,225-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  c6mmercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The 
harvest  of  60  fir  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  in  the  Goshute  Basin  would 
be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  there  are  enough  areas 
outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for 
the  foreseeable  future. 

The  remaining  13,369-acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for 
woodland  product  harvest.  This  would  include  a  130-acre  commercial 
Christmas  tree  and  fuel  wood  sale.  A  total  of  780  cords  of  fuel  wood  would  be 
removed  and  390  Christmas  trees  would  be  harvested  every  6  years  . 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  60  fir  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  very 
minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Under  this  alternative,  22,225  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be 
closed  to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  7  miles 
of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access  into  the 
WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  ORV  use  of  211  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Hunters  using 
vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  group 
affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers 
similar  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.  Recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  the  nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  remaining  13,369-acre,  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to 
remain  open  for  recreational  ORV  use  as  designated  in  the  Egan  RMP. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  211  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 
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Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout 

Implementation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Habitat  Management  Plan  and  the 
associated  construction  of  stream  stabilization  projects  to  protect  the 
habitat  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  along  Goshute  Creek  would  be 
slightly  constrained  by  the  wilderness  criteria  of  the  Wilderness  Management 
Policy.  Some  types  of  habitat  enhancement  would  not  be  allowed.  An  example 
of  this  would  be  creating  pools  and  slowing  water  in  the  creek  by  blasting 
boulders  from  the  cliff  faces  above  the  creek  so  they  would  drop  into  the 
water.  Regardless  of  the  constraints,  the  actual  trout  population  is  not 
expected  to  be  affected. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout 
habitat.  Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because 
stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the 
wilderness  criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

ADVERSE  IMPACTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 

On  the  22,225  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  the  withdrawal  of  the  suitable  portion  to  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry. 

On  the  13,369  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  those  associated  with  the  loss  of  wilderness  values  from 
mineral  exploration  and  development.  Some  of  these  impacts  may  be  reduced 
by  careful  examination  and  mitigating  stipulations  in  approved  notices  of 
intent  and  plans  of  operations. 

RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SHORT-TERM  USES  OF  MAN'S  ENVIRONMENT  AND  THE 
MAINTENANCE  AND  ENHANCEMENT  OF  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 

On  the  22,225  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected,  except  in  areas  of  valid  mineral  discoveries. 

On  the  13,369  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.  Mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development,  woodland  product 
harvest,  and  off-road  vehicle  use  would  reduce  wilderness  values  in  the 
long-term. 

IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

On  the  22,225  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  not  expected,  except  in  areas  of  valid 
mineral    discoveries. 

On  the  13,369  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  mineral  and  energy 
exploration  and  development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
wilderness  resources. 
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4  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 
ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  receive  special  legislative 
protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  and  construction  activities  associated 
with  mineral  exploration  and  reactivation  of  four  small  underground  mines  in 
the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  the 
natural  character  of  24  acres.  Due  to  the  already  disturbed  nature  of  the 
land  just  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  in  the  same  area  as  these  mines,  the 
overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be  greatly  affected.  Mitigating 
measures  in  the  plans  of  operation  would  minimize  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
resource  and  would  require  reclamation  efforts  to  restore  the  area  to  a 
natural  appearance. 

Naturalness  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  five  proposed 
spring  developments.  Minor  surface  disturbance  resulting  during  development 
of  the  five  spring  areas  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on 
naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The 
spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs  would  be  placed  outside  of  the 
fenced  area.  The  presence  of  fences  and  troughs  would  detract  slightly  from 
the  natural  character  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset, 
however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the 
presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 

There  would  be  a  slight,  positive  effect  on  naturalness  due  primarily  to  the 
closure  of  the  area  to  vehicles  which  would  halt  the  formation  of  new 
two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off-road  use.  Also  benefiting 
naturalness  would  be  the  closure  of  the  area  to  additional  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  development  and  woodland  product  harvest. 

Solitude:  The  occasional  blasting,  use  of  heavy  equipment,  and  traffic  to 
and  from  the  four  mining  sites  would  affect  the  feeling  of  solitude  along 
the  WSA's  southern  and  southwestern  boundaries,  especially  in  close 
proximity  to  the  mines.  The  duration  of  each  mine  is  expected  to  be  about  5 
years.  Thereafter,  solitude  would  be  restored. 

Solitude  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  range 
developments  for  the  duration  of  actual  construction  activities.  Occasional 
maintenance  of  the  spring  developments  accessed  by  vehicle  would  have  a 
negligible  short-term  effect  on  solitude. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
for  those  visitors  close  to  the  boundary  roads  and  13  miles  of  cherrystemmed 
routes,  especially  in  October  during  hunting  season.  The  low  use  of 
recreational  vehicles  (less  than  15  visitor  use  days)  during  the  remainder 
of  the  year  lessens  the  impact  however. 
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The  elimination  of  additional  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and 
development,  as  well  as  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a 
positive  effect  on  solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  operation  of  the  above  described 
mining  operations  would  affect  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  while  they  are  in  existence  and  the  visitor  is  nearby.  The 
occasional  presence  of  vehicles  would  affect  these  opportunities  as 
described  above  under  solitude. 

The  elimination  of  additional  mining  development  and  energy  exploration  as 
well  as  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  area's  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  would  remain  protected  under 
this  alternative.  They  would  receive  the  added  protection  from  tighter 
restrictions  on  surface  disturbing  activities  within  wilderness. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designation  of  the  35,594-acre  Goshute 
Canyon  WSA  as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness, 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation;  the  special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values,  stands 
of  bristlecone  pine,  and  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms 
of  mineral  entry.  This  would  include  5,209  acres  previously  withdrawn  due 
to  special  area  designations.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  This 
includes  approximately  5,731  acres  of  high  potential  and  18,733  acres  of 
moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  located  in  the  southern  part  of  the 
WSA.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  on  valid  existing 
claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that  minimizes  impacts  on  the  wilderness 
resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of  the  operator.  The  92  acres  of 
surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  development 
expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation  would  be  reduced  to  24 
acres  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Surface  disturbance 
associated  with  exploration  and  development  activities  would  include  the 
reactivation  of  four  small  underground  mines  along  the  southern  boundary  of 
the  WSA.  The  heap-leach  operation  would  be  foregone  due  to  the  lack  of 
valid  and  existing  mining  claims. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  92  acres  of  surface 
disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur 
would  be  reduced  to  24  acres  within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation 
occurs.  A  small  heap-leach  operation  would  not  occur  due  to  lack  of 
valid  and  existing  claims. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms 
of  mineral  leasing.  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on 
all  unleased  lands  within  the  WSA.  This  includes  1,500  acres  with  moderate 
potential  for  geothermal  resources.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  is  identified 
as  having  low  potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  geothermal). 

The  6  acres  of  surface  disturbance  (3  miles  of  seismic  line)  associated  with 
energy  exploration  expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation  would  be 
eliminated  as  would  the  10  miles  of  surface  shot  geophysical  exploration  as 
a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Regardless  of  wilderness 
designation,  development  of  energy  resources  is  not  foreseen. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral 
leasing.  Geophysical  exploration  totalling  13  miles  would  be  foregone 
due  to  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of 
energy  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  exploration  and  development 
is  not  expected  to  take  place. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  not  change.  The  proposed  spring  developments  and  riparian  fencing 
would  be  allowed,  following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy.  A 
5-acre  herbicide  spraying  of  wyethia  within  the  suitable  portion  would  not 
be  approved.  An  alternative  method  of  removing  the  plants  would  be  required. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There   would   be   no   impacts   to  grazing   facility 

maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of 

new  projects  within  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness 
restrictions. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be  available  for 
commercial  or  private  woodland  products.  The  harvest  of  780  cords  of 
fuel  wood  would  be  foregone  as  would  the  harvest  of  450  Christmas  trees  6 
years.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  there  are  enough  areas  outside  of 
the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  450  Christmas  trees  eyery  6  years  and  780 
cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since 
woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy 
demand. 
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Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  the  13  miles 
of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access  into  the 
WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  ORV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  Hunters  using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the 
main  recreational  group  affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs. 
Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is 
located  throughout  the  region.  Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in 
the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would 
be  negligible. 

Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout 

Implementation  of  the  Goshute  Creek  Habitat  Management  Plan  and  the 
associated  construction  of  stream  stabilization  projects  to  protect  the 
habitat  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  along  Goshute  Creek  would  be 
slightly  constrained  by  the  wilderness  criteria  of  the  Wilderness  Management 
Policy.  Some,  types  of  habitat  enhancement  would  not  be  allowed.  An  example 
of  this  would  be  creating  pools  and  slowing  water  in  the  creek  by  blasting 
boulders  from  the  cliff  faces  above  the  creek  so  they  would  drop  into  the 
water.  Regardless  of  the  constraints,  the  actual  trout  population  is  not 
expected  to  be  affected. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout 
habitat.  Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because 
stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the 
wilderness  criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  26,436  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  receive 
special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation.  The 
remaining  9,158  acres  would  receive  no  special  protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Naturalness  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  five 
proposed  spring  developments.  Minor  surface  disturbance  resulting  during 
development  of  the  five  spring  areas  would  have  a  slight  short-term  effect 
on  naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity  due  to  vegetation  disturbance. 
The  spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs  would  be  placed  outside  of 
the  fenced  area.  The  presence  of  fences  and  troughs  would  detract  slightly 
from  the  natural  character  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be 
offset,  however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the 
presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 
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There  would  be  a  slight,  positive  effect  on  naturalness  due  primarily  to  the 
closure  of  the  26,436  acres  to  vehicles  which  would  halt  the  formation  of 
new  two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off -road  use.  Also  benefiting 
naturalness  in  the  suitable  portion  would  be  the  closure  of  the  area  to 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development  and  woodland  product  harvest. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  and  construction 
activities  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and  reactivation  of  four 
small  underground  mines  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  physically 
disturb  and  impair  the  natural  character  of  63  acres.  Due  to  the  already 
disturbed  nature  of  the  land  just  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  in  the  same 
area  as  these  mines,  the  overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be 
greatly  affected. 

Naturalness  would  also  be  impaired  on  4  acres  (2  miles)  by  seismic  lines. 
The  wilderness  user  would  see  these  lines  only  if  they  were  crossed  while 
hiking  or  were  seen  from  the  high  country. 

Stumps  left  by  commercial  woodcutting,  piled  branches,  and  associated 
two-wheel  tracks  would  detract  from  the  area's  naturalness  within  the 
60-acre  cutting  area  on  the  southwest  boundary  of  the  WSA.  Due  to  the  thick 
tree  cover,  the  overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be  greatly 
affected  by  the  presence  of  the  cutting  area. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Solitude  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  range  developments  for  the  duration  of  actual 
construction  activities.  Occasional  maintenance  of  the  spring  developments 
accessed  by  vehicle  would  have  a  negligible  short-term  effect  on  solitude. 

Occasional  vehicular  use  of  the  3.5  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes  would 
detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude  in  their  immediate  vicinity,  especially 
during  hunting  season.  The  low  use  of  recreational  vehicles  during  the 
remainder  of  the  year  lessens  the  impact. 

The  elimination  of  additional  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and 
development,  as  well  as  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a 
positive  effect  on  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  occasional  blasting,  use  of  heavy 
equipment,  and  traffic  to  and  from  the  four  mining  sites  would  detract  from 
the  feeling  of  solitude  along  the  WSA's  southern  boundary,  especially  in 
close  proximity  to  the  mines.  The  duration  of  each  mine  is  expected  to  be 
about  5  years.  Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  from  the  blasting  and 
helicopters  associated  with  the  5  miles  of  surface  shot  seismic  line  and 
from  the  heavy  equipment  used  for  the  1  mile  of  vibroseis  lines. 

Chain  saws  and  vehicle  use  would  affect  solitude  in  the  60-acre  area 
designated  for  woodcutting.  These  impacts  would  be  sporadic  based  on  the 
cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas  trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  take. 
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Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  The  impacts 
described  in  the  solitude  section  for  the  suitable  area  would  also  diminish 
the  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  while  they  are  in 
progress  and  the  visitor  is  nearby. 

The  elimination  of  additional  mineral  development  and  energy  exploration,  as 
well  as  woodland  product  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  area's  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
ongoing  mining  operations,  woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV  use  would 
diminish  the  opportunity  for  primitive  or  unconfined  recreation  for  those 
visitors  in  the  vicinity  of  these  operations. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  --  the  bristlecone  pine, 
archaeological  values,  Goshute  Cave,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  --  are 
mostly  located  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would  receive  the 
added  protection  from  tighter  restrictions  on  surface  disturbing  activities 
within  wilderness.  The  bristlecone  pine  located  in  the  nonsuitable  portion 
are  still  protected  by  laws  and  policies. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
highly  scenic  values,  special  geologic  features,  stands  of  bristlecone 
pine,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat.  Long-term  negative 
impacts  would  occur  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  on 
approximately  130  acres.  The  remaining  9,028  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  26,436-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  This  includes  about 
2,000  acres  already  withdrawn  because  of  special  area  designation. 
Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  includes 
approximately  15,230  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  The 
remainder  of  the  WSA  is  identified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.  The  small  heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness 
designation  would  be  foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing  claims. 

All  lands  within  the  9,158-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  This  includes  5,731  acres  of  high  potential 
and  3,503  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Actual 
development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  small  heap-leach  operation  anticipated  without  wilderness 
designation  would  be  foregone  due  to  the  lack  of  valid  and  existing 
claims. 

All  lands  within  the  nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to 
mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  within  the  nonsui table  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  26,436-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unl eased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  has 
been  rated  as  having  low  potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  and 
geothermal). 

All  lands  within  the  9,158-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing.  This  includes  1,500  acres  with  moderate  potential 
for  geothermal  resources.  All  energy  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  Actual  development  of  energy  resources  is  not 
expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a 
result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA.  Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take 
place  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  change.  The 
proposed  spring  developments  and  riparian  fencing  would  be  allowed, 
following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy.  A  5-acre  herbicide 
spraying  of  wyethia  within  the  suitable  portion  would  not  be  approved.  An 
alternative  method  of  removing  the  plants  would  be  required. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  negligible  impacts  on  the  development  of 
new  projects  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing 
facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 
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Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  26  436-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The 
harvest  of  270  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  and  420  cords  of  fuel  wood  would 
be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  there  are  enough  areas 
outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for 
the  foreseeable  future. 

The  remaining  9,158-acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for  woodland 
product  harvest.  This  would  include  a  60-acre  cutting  area  for  commercial 
Christmas  tree  and  fuelwood  sales.  Approximately  180  Christmas  trees  every 
6  years  and  360  cords  of  fuelwood  would  be  harvested. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  270  Christmas  trees  every  6  years  and  420 
cords  of  fuelwood  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact 
since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on 
woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Under  this  alternative,  26,436  acres  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be 
closed  to  all  forms  of  recreational  0RV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  3.5 
miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access 
into  the  WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  0RV  use  of  240  visitor  days 
annually  would  be  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Hunters 
using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  group 
affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers 
similar  opportunities  for  recreational  0RV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.  Recreational  0RV  use  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  the  nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  remaining  9,158-acre,  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to 
remain  open  for  recreational  0RV  use  as  designated  in  the  Egan  RMP. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  0RV  use  of  240  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout 

Implementation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Habitat  Management  Plan  and  the 
associated  construction  of  stream  stabilization  projects  to  protect  the 
habitat  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  along  Goshute  Creek  would  be 
slightly  constrained  by  the  wilderness  criteria  of  the  Wilderness  Management 
Policy.  Some  types  of  habitat  enhancement  would  not  be  allowed. An  example 
of  this  would  be  creating  pools  and  slowing  water  in  the  creek  by  blasting 
boulders  from  the  cliff  faces  above  the  creek  so  they  would  drop  into  the 
water.  Regardless  of  the  constraints,  the  actual  trout  population  is  not 
expected  to  be  affected. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout 
habitat.  Management  actions  would  be  slightly  constrained  because 
stabilization  projects  and  other  proposed  actions  would  have  to  meet  the 
wilderness  criteria  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  be  designated  as 
wilderness  and  would  receive  no  special  legislative  protection. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  and  construction  activities  associated 
with  mineral  exploration  and  reactivation  of  four  small  underground  mines  in 
the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  the 
natural  character  of  63  acres.  Due  to  the  already  disturbed  nature  of  the 
land  just  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  in  the  same  area  as  these  mines,  the 
overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be  greatly  affected.  A  34-acre 
heap-leach  mining  operation  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  would  impair  the 
area's  naturalness  in  the  mine's  vicinity. 

Naturalness  would  also  be  slightly  impaired  on  approximately  6  acres  (3 
miles)  as  a  result  of  geophysical  exploration.  Surface  disturbance  would  be 
in  the  form  of  visible  linear  tracks  lasting  approximately  15  years.  The 
wilderness  user  would  see  these  lines  only  if  they  were  crossed  while  hiking 
or  were  seen  from  the  high  country. 

Minor  surface  disturbance  resulting  from  development  of  the  five  spring 
areas  would  have  a  slight  short-term  effect  on  naturalness  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  spring  developments  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The 
spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs  would  be  placed  outside  of  the 
fenced  area.  The  presence  of  fences  and  troughs  would  detract  slightly  from 
the  natural  character  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset, 
however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  three  years  and  the 
presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 

Stumps  left  by  commercial  woodcutting,  piled  branches,  and  associated 
two-wheel  tracks  would  detract  from  the  area's  naturalness  within  the 
130-acre  cutting  area  on  the  southwest  boundary  of  the  WSA,  as  well  as  from 
the  30-acre  area  in  Goshute  Basin  for  fir  Christmas  trees.  Due  to  the  thick 
tree  cover  the  overall  perception  of  naturalness  would  not  be  greatly 
affected  by  the  presence  of  the  cutting  areas.  The  fir  stumps  would  be 
partially  hidden  from  sight  by  the  surrounding  aspen  groves. 

Solitude:  The  occasional  blasting,  use  of  heavy  equipment,  and  traffic  to 
and  from  the  five  mining  sites  would  affect  the  feeling  of  solitude  along 
the  WSA's  southern  and  southwestern  boundaries,  especially  in  close 
proximity  to  the  mines.  The  duration  of  each  mine  is  expected  to  be  about  5 
years.  Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  from  the  blasting  and  helicopters 
associated  with  the  10  miles  of  surface  shot  seismic  line  and  from  the  heavy 
equipment  used  for  the  3  miles  of  vibroseis  lines.  The  nature  of  these 
impacts  would  last  only  for  a  short  time  while  the  lines  are  run. 


143 


GOSHUTE  CANYON 


Chain  saws  and  vehicle  use  will  affect  solitude  in  the  130-acre  area 
designated  for  woodcutting.  These  impacts  would  be  sporadic  based  on  the 
cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas  trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  take. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
for  those  visitors  close  to  the  boundary  roads  and  13  miles  of  cherrystemmed 
routes,  especially  in  October  during  hunting  season.  The  low  use  of 
recreational  vehicles  (less  than  15  visitor  use  days)  during  the  remainder 
of  the  year  lessens  the  impact  however.  Should  the  White  Pine  Power  Project 
be  constructed  nearby,  recreational  ORV  use  would  increase  substantially 
especially  during  the  construction  phase  where  workers  would  be  housed  on 
site.  Solitude  would  also  be  occasionally  affected  by  visitors  using  the 
primitive  campground  just  outside  of  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  presence  of  ongoing  mining 
operations  and  recreational  ORV  use  would  diminish  the  opportunity  for 
primitive  or  unconfined  recreation  for  those  visitors  close  to  the  mining 
operations  or  along  the  boundary  roads  and  13  miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  would  not  be  affected  under 
this  alternative.  The  bristlecone  pine,  archaeological  values,  Goshute 
Cave,  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  are  all  protected  under  various  laws 
and  policies. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities 
of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  260  acres  in  the 
southern  and  western  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced.  The 
highly  scenic  values  within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  The  geologic 
features,  bristlecone  pine  stands  and  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat 
would  not  be  affected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation.  The  remaining 
35,334  acres  would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry. 
All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for  exploration  and  development. 
This  includes  5,731  acres  of  high  potential  and  17,833  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals  in  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA. 

Because  all  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there  would  be 
no  impact  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would 
remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the 
exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  remain  open  to  all 
forms  of  mineral'  leasing.  Energy  resource  potential  for  the  entire  WSA  is 
considered  to  be  low  with  the  exception  of  1,500  acres  with  moderate 
potential  for  geothermal  potential.  Exploration  or  development  of  these 
resources  (oil,  gas,  geothermal)  is  not  expected.  Because  the  WSA  would 
remain  available  for  mineral  leasing,  there  would  be  no  impact  to  the 
development  of  energy  resources.  Energy  development  is  not  expected  to 
occur  within  the  WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
leasing.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
of  energy  resources. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA 
would  not  change.  All  proposed  range  projects  would  be  allowed  without  the 
constraints  of  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  be  available  for  commercial 
and  private  woodland  products  harvest.  The  harvest  of  780  cords  of  fuelwood 
would  take  place  as  would  the  harvest  of  450  Christmas  trees  eyery   6  years. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  entire  35,594-acre  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  remain  open  to  ORV  use  as 
designated  in  the  Egan  RMP.  Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  400 
visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  recreational  ORV  use. 

Impacts  on  Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout 

Implementation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Habitat  Management  Plan  and  the 
associated  construction  of  stream  stabilization  projects  to  protect  the 
habitat  of  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout  habitat  along  Goshute  Creek  would 
not  be  encumbered  by  the  requirements  of  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impact  to  the  Bonneville  cutthroat  trout 
habitat.  Management  would  be  slightly  easier  because  stabilization 
projects  would  not  have  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria  in  the 
Wilderness  Management  Policy. 
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PROPOSED  ACTION  (All  Wilderness  Alternative) 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  would  receive  special  legislative 
protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  and  construction  activities  associated 
with  exploration  in  the  northern  tip  of  the  WSA  would  physically  disturb  and 
impair  the  natural  character  of  1  acre.  The  disturbance  would  be  in  the 
form  of  minimal  access  and  drill  pad  construction. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  from  the  closure  of  the  area  to  mineral 
energy  exploration  and  possible  development  and  recreational  ORV  use. 

Solitude:  The  occasional  use  of  heavy  equipment  for  mineral  exploration 
would ^  impair  a  visitor's  solitude  only  slightly  for  the  duration  of  the 
activities.  Vehicular  use  for  maintenance  of  existing  range  developments 
would  be  sporadic  and  would  have  negligible  effects  on  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Absence  of  mineral  and  energy  exploration  would  have  a  positive 
effect  on  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Opportunities  for  primitive  recreation 
would  be  preserved. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  such  as  pristine  meadows, 
archaeological  values  and  wild  horses  would  be  preserved  and  would  receive 
protection  from  tighter  restrictions  on  surface  disturbing  activities  within 
wilderness. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designation  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  as 
wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation;  the 
pristine  mountain  meadows,  highly  scenic  values,  and  the  archaeological 
values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

The  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  entire  WSA  has  been 
rated  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Exploration  for 
mineral  resources  on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that 
minimizes  impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of 
the  operator.  The  2  acres  of  surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral 
exploration  expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation  would  be 
reduced  to  1  acre  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Surface 
disturbance  associated  with  exploration  activities  would  include  minimal 
access  and  drill  pad  construction.  No  mineral  development  is  expected. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  2  acres  of  surface 
disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur 
would  be  reduced  to  1  acre  within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation 
occurs.  Favorability  for  development  of  mineral  resources  is  low  within 
the  WSA  and  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

The  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
mineral  leasing.  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  benches  of  the  WSA  have  been  identified 
as  having  22,230  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.  The 
remainder  of  the  WSA  has  low  potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  and 
geothermal).  Geothermal  development  could  more  easily  occur  just  outside 
the  WSA  where  the  same  or  better  level  of  potential  exists.  The  area's 
remoteness  and  lack  of  infrastructure  make  exploration  or  development  of 
geothermal  resources  unlikely. 

The  3  acres  of  surface  disturbance  (1.5  miles  of  seismic  line)  associated 
with  energy  exploration  expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation 
would  be  eliminated  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 
Regardless  of  wilderness  designation,  development  of  energy  resources  is  not 
expected  to  take  place. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral 
leasing.  Geophysical  exploration  totalling  1.5  miles  would  be  foregone 
due  to  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  exploration  or 
development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is 
not  expected  to  take  place. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  remain  the  same  with  the  exception  that  maintenance  of  Tank  Spring 
would  be  accomplished  without  the  use  of  vehicles. 

A  livestock  well  proposed  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  would  be  located 
slightly  to  the  west,  outside  of  the  WSA.  This  would  cause  little  if  any 
inconvenience  to  the  operator. 

CONCLUSIONS:   There  would  be  negligible  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and  construction. 

ADVERSE  IMPACTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 

On  the  47,268  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  the  withdrawal  of  the  WSA  to  all  forms  of  mineral  entry  and 
mineral  leasing. 
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RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SHORT-TERM  USES  OF  MAN'S  ENVIRONMENT  AND  THE 
MAINTENANCE  AND  ENHANCEMENT  OF  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 

On  the  47,268  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected  except  in  areas  of  valid  mineral  discoveries. 

IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

On  the  47,268  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  resources  is  not  expected  except  in  areas  of  valid 
mineral  discoveries. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE  NO.  1 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  38,573  acres  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  receive 
legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation.  The  remaining 
8,695  acres  would  receive  no  special  protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  The  natural  character  of  the  WSA  would  be 
preserved.  There  are  no  adverse  impacts  anticipated  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  and  construction 
activities  associated  with  mineral  exploration  in  the  northern  tip  of  the 
WSA  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  the  natural  character  of  5  acres. 
Construction  of  drill  pads  and  access  would  result  in  localized  areas  of 
scarified  topography  which  would  last  many  years.  Due  to  the  open  nature  of 
the  northern  tip  of  the  WSA,  these  disturbances  would  be  visible  from  the 
western  boundary  road.  The  perception  of  naturalness  would  be  impaired  on 
approximately  300  acres. 

In  addition,  1.5  miles  of  seismic  line  would  disturb  3  acres  resulting  in 
the  formation  of  visible  linear  tracks. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Vehicular  access  for  maintenance  of  range 
developments  would  be  sporadic  and  would  have  only  negligible  effects  on 
opportunities  for  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  occasional  use  of  heavy  equipment  for 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  would  impair  a  visitor's  solitude  only 
slightly  for  the  short  duration  of  the  activities. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  Opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  would  be  preserved  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Opportunities 
for  primitive  recreation  would  be  unaffected. 
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Special  Features:  Most  of  the  area's  special  features  such  as  the  highly 
scenic  values,  pristine  mountain  meadows,  and  archaeological  values  are 
located  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would  receive  the  added 
protection  from  the  tighter  restrictions  placed  on  surface  disturbing 
activities  within  wilderness. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
highly  scenic  values,  pristine  mountain  meadows,  and  archaeological 
values.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  perception  of  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on 
approximately  300  acres.  The  remaining  8,395  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  38,573-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  entire  WSA  has  been  rated  as 
having  low  potential  for  mineral  resources.  Exploration  for  mineral 
resources  on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that  minimizes 
impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of  the 
operator.  There  would  be  no  surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration 
or  development  activities  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

All  lands  within  the  8,695-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  The  entire  WSA  has  low  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.  Exploration  would  take  place  on  2  acres  in  the  northern  portion 
of  the  WSA  including  access  and  drill  pad  construction.  Actual  development 
of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
forgone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Neither  exploration  nor  development  of  mineral  resources  is  anticipated 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  38,573-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  includes  16,790  acres 
identified  as  having  moderate  geothermal  potential.  Geothermal  development 
could  more  easily  occur  just  outside  the  WSA  where  the  same  or  better  level 
of  potential  exists.  The  area's  remoteness  and  lack  of  infrastructure  make 
exploration  or  development  of  geothermal  resources  unlikely. 

All  lands  within  the  8,695-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing,  including  5,440  acres  of  moderate  geothermal 
potential.  All  energy  resources  would  be  available  for  exploration  and 
development.  Actual  development  of  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  geothermal) 
is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the 
WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA.  Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take 
place  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  remain  the  same  with  the  exception  that  maintenance  of  Tank  Spring 
would  be  accomplished  without  the  use  of  vehicles. 

A  livestock  well  proposed  on  the  west  side  of  the  WSA  would  be  located 
slightly  to  the  west,  outside  of  the  WSA.  This  would  cause  little  if  any 
inconvenience  to  the  operator. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  negligible  impacts  on  grazing  facility 
maintenance  and  construction. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 
Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  47,268-acre  Park  Range  WSA  would  not  be  designated  as  wilderness 
and  would  receive  no  special  legislative  protection. 
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Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  and  construction  activities  associated 
with  mineral  exploration  in  the  northern  tip  of  the  WSA  would  physically 
disturb  and  impair  the  natural  character  of  5  acres.  The  disturbance  would 
be  in  the  form  of  access  and  drill  pad  construction.  Construction  of  drill 
pads  and  access  would  result  in  localized  areas  of  scarified  topography 
which  would  last  many  years.  Due  to  the  open  nature  of  the  northern  tip  of 
the  WSA,  these  disturbances  would  be  visible  from  the  western  boundary 
road.  The  perception  of  naturalness  would  be  impaired  on  approximately  300 
acres. 

In  addition,  1.5  miles  of  vibroseis  lines  would  disturb  3  acres  resulting  in 
visible  linear  tracks.  A  proposed  well  and  trough  on  the  west  side  of  the 
WSA  would  affect  naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Approximately  1 
acre  would  be  denuded  of  vegetation  by  cattle  congregation. 

Solitude:  The  occasional  use  of  heavy  equipment  for  mineral  exploration 
would  impair  a  visitor's  solitude  only  slightly,  for  the  duration  of  the 
activities.  Vehicular  access  for  maintenance  of  existing  range  developments 
would  be  sporadic  and  would  have  negligible  effects  on  opportunities  for 
solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Opportunities  for  primitive  recreation 
would  be  unaffected. 

Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  such  as  pristine  meadows, 
archaeological  values,  and  wild  horses  would  be  unaffected. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  perception  of 
wilderness  qualities  of  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately 
300  acres  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  would  be  unaffected. 
The  highly  scenic  values  and  other  special  features  within  the  WSA  would 
not  be  impaired.  The  remaining  46,968  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  All 
minerals  would  be  available  for  exploration  and  development.  The  entire  WSA 
was  rated  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Because  all 
minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there  would  be  no  impact  to 
the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  Park  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to 
mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  development  of  mineral 
resources. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  47,278-acre  Park  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  all 
forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Oil  and  gas  potential  for  the  WSA  is  considered 
low  and  exploration  or  development  of  these  resources  is  not  anticipated. 
Approximately  22,230  acres  on  the  east  and  west  benches  have  been  identified 
as  having  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.  Geothermal 
development  could  more  easily  occur  just  outside  the  WSA  where  the  same  or 
better  level  of  potential  exists.  The  area's  remoteness  end  lack  of 
infrastructure  make  exploration  or  development  of  geothermal  resources 
unlikely.  Because  the  WSA  would  remain  available  for  mineral  leasing,  there 
would  be  no  impact  to  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
leasing.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
of  energy  resources. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Park  Range  WSA 
would  not  change.  A  proposed  livestock  well  would  be  located  along  the  west 
boundary  of  the  WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 

RIORDAN'S  WELL  WSA 
NV-040-166 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  No.  1) 
Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  37,532  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would 
receive  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 
The  remaining  19,460  acres  would  receive  no  special   protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral 
development  and  exploration  activities  would  physically  disturb  and  impair 
the  natural  character  of  9  acres  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Eight  acres  of  surface  disturbance,  including  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and 
construction  of  a  haul  road  would  result  from  the  development  of  a  small 
underground  mine  en  the  southern  boundary  of  the  suitable  portion.  The 
presence  of  a  waste  dump  would  result  in  a  modified  landform  detracting  from 
the  natural  character  of  the  landscape.  Due  to  the  surrounding  thick  tree 
cover,  this  disturbance  would  be  visible  only  in  its  immediate  vicinity. 
Tailings  ponds  and  support  facilities  would  be  located  to  the  south  within 
the  nonsuitable  portion.  A  small  exploration  program  in  the  central  portion 
of  the  WSA  using  helicopter-portable  drills  would  physically  disturb  up  to  1 
acre. 
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Naturalness  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  a  proposed  spring 
development  at  Upper  Perish  Spring.  An  additional  development  at  Lower 
Perish  Spring  would  involve  the  construction  of  a  .5-mile  pipeline  to 
troughs  located  'within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Minor  surface 
disturbance  resulting  from  development  of  these  range  projects  would  have  a 
short-term  effect  on  naturalness  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring 
area  would  also  be  fenced  which  would  detract  slightly  from  the  feeling  of 
naturalness  in  its  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset  by  the 
reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  an  ungrazed 
riparian  area. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  by  the  closure  of  the  suitable  area  to 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  possible  development,  and  to  woodland 
product  harvest.  There  would  also  be  a  slight  positive  effect  on 
naturalness  with  the  closure  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  off-road 
vehicles.  This  action  would  halt  the  formation  of  new,  two-wheel  tracks 
associated  with  repeated  off-road  use. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  associated  with 
mineral  development  and  exploration  activities  would  physically  disturb  and 
impair  the  natural  character  of  34  acres  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Approximately  18  acres  would  be  stripped  of  thick  tree  cover  for 
the  construction  of  beneficiation  facilities  and  tailings  ponds  for  a  small 
underground  mine  located  within  the  suitable  portion.  The  tailings  pond 
would  result  in  a  modified  landform  which  would  detract  from  the  natural 
character  of  the  landscape  and  would  be  visible  from  the  high  country  near 
Heath  Peak  and  along  the  southern  boundary  road. 

Two  exploration  programs  would  physically  disturb  a  total  of  16  acres  in  the 
northern  part  of  the  nonsuitable  portion.  Surface  disturbance  would  include 
access  construction  and  drill  pads. 

Surface  disturbance  totalling  10  acres  would  result  from  two  wildcat  oil  and 
gas  exploration  wells  on  the  east  and  west  benches  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion.  Each  3-acre  well  pad  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil. 
Access  to  the  well  pads  would  total  4  acres  of  disturbance.  The  well  pads 
would  be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8  years. 
Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration  would  leave  6  miles  (12  acres)  of 
noticeable  linear  tracks  on  the  southeastern  bench  lasting  approximately  15 
years. 

A  1,500-acre  pinyon-juniper  chaining  in  the  northern  part  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion  would  result  in  large  areas  of  vegetation  disturbance  and  slash 
piles  which  would  greatly  affect  the  natural  character  in  this  area. 

Vegetation  treatment  in  the  form  of  crested  wheatgrass  seedings  proposed  for 
5,100  acres  in  the  southeastern  parts  of  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  accomplished  by  either  plowing,  prescribed  burning,  or  the  limited 
suppression  of  wildfire.  In  any  case,  the  seeding  would  likely  be 
accomplished  with  the  use  of  a  rangeland  drill.  The  resulting  block  of 
crested  wheatgrass  would  appear  somewhat  unnatural  in  comparison  to  the 
surrounding  untreated  area.  The  seedings  would  be  fenced  and  this  would 
also  detract  from  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 
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Two  livestock  wells  and  a  .5-mile  pipeline  with  troughs  would  be  built  in 
the  nonsuitable  portion.  Each  well  would  result  in  a  1-acre  area  denuded  of 
vegetation  due  to  livestock  congregation.  The  pipeline  construction  would 
disturb  a  swath  about  12  feet  wide  totalling  less  than  1  acre  of  surface 
disturbance.  Naturalness  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  a 
proposed  spring  development  at  Seep  Spring.  Minor  surface  disturbance 
resulting  from  development  would  have  a  short-term  effect  on  naturalness  due 
to  vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring  area  would  also  be  fenced  which  would 
detract  slightly  from  the  feeling  of  naturalness  in  its  immediate  vicinity. 
This  would  be  offset  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and 
the  presence  of  an  ungrazed  riparian  area. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Solitude  would  be  affected  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  in  the  vicinity  of  the  underground 
mining  operation  and  also  in  the  vicinity  of  mineral  exploration  in  the 
central  part  of  the  WSA. 

Solitude  would  also  be  slightly  affected  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
range  project  during  development. 

Occasional  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude  for  those 
visitors  in  close  proximity  to  the  area's  boundary  roads  and  4.5  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes.  Periodic  maintenance  visits  to  the  existing  range 
developments  would  also  slightly  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude. 

The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration  and  the  elimination  of  woodland 
products  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on  solitude  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Mineral  and  energy  exploration  activities 
and  mineral  development  of  a  small  underground  mine  would  affect  the 
wilderness  value  of  solitude.  Sights  and  sounds  from  traffic  and 
construction  related  to  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  lower  the  quality  of  solitude  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA, 
for  the  duration  of  the  activities.  Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  during 
the  mechanical  conversion  of  pinyon  woodland  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion.  Sounds  of  chain  saws  within  the  chaining  area  from 
salvage  woodcutters  would  impair  solitude  sporadically.  Solitude  would 
similarly  be  affected  in  two  areas  of  post  and  pole  sales. 

Treatment  of  5,100  acres  of  sagebrush  in  the  southeastern  part  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion  would  affect  solitude  during  plowing  and  seeding 
activities. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude, 
especially  in  the  September-October  hunting  season.  During  years  of  peak 
pinyon  nut  crop,  certain  areas  would  experience  an  increase  in  nut 
harvesters  in  the  autumn  season. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  The  impacts 
described  in  the  naturalness  and  solitude  sections  above  would  also  affect 
the  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  particularly  in 
the  southern  portion  of  the  area.  The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration, 
woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  within  the  remainder  of 
the  suitable  portion. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
mineral  development,  mineral  and  energy  exploration,  commercial  _ woodland 
products  harvest,  vegetation  treatment  on  6,600  acres,  and  occasional  ORV 
use  would  all  combine  to  diminish  the  opportunity  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  for  the  visitors  near  these  disturbances. 

Special  Features:  The  highly  scenic  qualities  of  the  RiordarTs  Well WSA 
including  large  stands  of  ponderosa  pine,  numerous  caves,  and  avian  wlldl ife 
are  located  almost  entirely  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would 
receive  the  added  protection  afforded  from  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS-  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands, 
and  raptor  habitat.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on 
approximately  6,660  acres.  The  remaining  12,800  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  37,542-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  ands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  includes  approximately  1 ,230 
acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA 
is  identified  as  having  a  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Exploration 
and  development  of  mineral  resources  on  valid  claims  would  be  done  in  a 
manner  that  minimizes  impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting 
the  rights  of  the  operator.  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration 
and  development  activities  would  include  minimal  access  and  haul  roads, 
drill  pads  and  waste  dumps.  The  underground  mine  anticipated  within  the  WSA 
would  occur  even  with  wilderness  designation.  The  mine  would  be  located 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  as  would  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and  4 
acres  for  haul  roads.  Tailings  ponds  support  and  benefication  facilities 
would  be  located  1  mile  south,  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  due  to 
tiqhter  wilderness  restrictions.  Waste  dumps  within  the  suitable  portion 
would  be  reduced  from  6  acres  to  4  acres  as  a  result  of  wilderness 
designation. 

The  3  acres  of  surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  1  acre  with  designation. 
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4  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

In  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  the  following  proposed  projects  would 
occur:  5,100  acres  of  a  9,100-acre  proposed  seeding;  a  1,500-acre  chaining 
of  pinyon  woodland;  two  livestock  wells  and  a  .5-mile  pipeline,  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  remainder  of  the  seeding  could  be 
accomplished  outside  of  the  WSA  and  still  achieve  the  goal  of  increasing 
forage  in  the  affected  allotments.  A  proposed  allotment  boundary  fence 
would  not  be  allowed  since  it  is  located  half  within  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  and  half  in  the  nonsuitable  portion.  As  a  result,  minor  cattle 
trespass  would  continue.  Should  cattle  trespass  become  more  of  a  problem, 
the  allotment  boundary  fence  would  be  moved  slightly  to  the  north  and 
constructed  entirely  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  a  minor  impact  to  grazing  facility 
construction  within  the  suitable  portion.  Minor  cattle  trespass  would 
continue  as  a  result  of  the  allotment  boundary  fence  not  being  allowed. 
Increased  forage  within  the  suitable  portion  would  be  foregone  by 
disallowing  portions  of  two  seedings.  There  would  be  no  impacts  to 
grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  37,542-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The 
harvest  of  1,000  post  and  poles,  and  commercial  sales  of  pinyon  pine  nuts 
would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  there  are  enough 
areas  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products 
for  the  foreseeable  future. 

The  remaining  19,460-acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for 
woodland  product  harvest.  This  would  include  the  harvest  of  8,100  cords  of 
fuelwood,  1,400  post  and  poles,  and  commercial   pinyon  nut  sales. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  1,000  post  and  poles  and  commercial  sales 
of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone. 
This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available 
outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There 
would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  product  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Under  this  alternative,  37,542  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be 
closed  to  all  forms  of  recreational  0RV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  4% 
miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access 
into  the  WSA.  Estimated  off -road  recreational  0RV  use  of  122  visitor  days 
annually  would  be  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Hunters 
using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  group 
affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers 
similar  opportunities  for  recreational  0RV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.  Recreational  0RV  use  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  the  nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 


157 


RIORDAN'S  WELL 


The  remaining  19,460-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to 
remain  open  for  recreational  ORV  use  as  designated  in  the  Egan  RMP. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  122  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

ADVERSE  IMPACTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 

On  the  37,542  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  the  withdrawal  of  the  suitable  portion  to  all  forms  of 
mineral  entry. 

On  the  19,469  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  the  unavoidable  adverse 
impacts  would  be  those  associated  with  the  loss  of  wilderness  values  from 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development.  Some  of  these  impacts  may 
be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigating  stipulations  in  approved 
notices  of  intent  and  plans  of  operations. 

RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SHORT-TERM  USES  OF  MAN'S  ENVIRONMENT  AND  THE 
MAINTENANCE  AND  ENHANCEMENT  OF  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 

On  the  37,542.  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  the  wilderness  values  would  be 
protected  except  in  areas  of  valid  mineral  discoveries. 

On  the  19,460  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  all  present  uses  would 
continue.  Mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  development,  woodland  product 
harvest,  vegetation  conversions,  and  off-road  vehicle  use  would  reduce 
wilderness  values  in  the  long-term. 

IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

On  the  37,542  acres  designated  as  wilderness,  irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  is  not  expected  except  in  areas  of  valid 
mineral  discoveries. 

On  the  19,460  acres  designated  as  nonwilderness,  mineral  and  energy 
exploration  and  development  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
wilderness  resources. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  receive  special  legislative 
protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 
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Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral  development  and 
exploration  activities  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  the  natural 
character  of  15  acres  within  the  WSA.  Eight  acres  of  surface  disturbance, 
including  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and  construction  of  a  haul  road  would  result 
from  the  development  of  a  small  underground  mine  on  the  southern  boundary  of 
the  WSA.  The  presence  of  a  waste  dump  would  result  in  a  modified  landform, 
detracting  from  the  natural  character  of  the  landscape.  Due  to  the 
surrounding  thick  tree  cover,  this  disturbance  would  be  visible  only  in  its 
immediate  vicinity.  Tailings  ponds  and  support  facilities  would  be  located 
to  the  south  outside  of  the  WSA  boundary.  A  small  exploration  program  in 
the  central  portion  of  the  WSA,  using  helicopter-portable  drills  would 
physically  disturb  up  to  1  acre.  Additionally,  two  exploration  programs  in 
the  northern  part  of  the  WSA  would  disturb  2  and  4  acres  respectively 
through  minimal  access  and  drill  pad  construction. 

Surface  disturbance  totalling  10  acres  would  result  in  two  wildcat  oil  and 
gas  exploration  wells  on  the  east  and  west  benches  of  the  WSA.  Each  3-acre 
drill  pad  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil.  Access  to  the  well 
pads  would  total  4  acres  of  disturbance.  The  well  pads  and  access  routes 
would  have  more  intensive  reclamation  and  should  be  restored  to  a  natural 
appearing  condition  in  5  years.  Depending  on  the  slope  of  the  drill  site, 
the  well  pads  may  result  in  a  slightly  modified  landform  which  would 
essentially  blend  with  the  natural  landscape  after  revegetation. 

Naturalness  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  two  proposed 
spring  developments  at  Upper  Perish  and  Seep  Springs.  The  spring  areas 
would  be  fenced  which  would  detract  slightly  from  the  feeling  of  naturalness 
in  their  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset  by  the  reestablishment  of 
vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  by  the  closure  of  the  WSA  to  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  possible  development,  and  to  woodland  product 
harvest.  There  would  also  be  a  slight  positive  effect  on  naturalness  with 
the  closure  of  the  WSA  to  off-road  vehicles.  This  action  would  halt  the 
formation  of  new  two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off-road  use. 

Solitude:  Solitude  would  be  affected  in  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  underground  mining  operation  and  also  in  the  vicinity  of 
mineral  exploration  activities  in  the  central  and  northern  part  of  the  WSA. 
Solitude  would  also  be  slightly  affected  while  development  of  the  Upper 
Perish  Spring  occurs. 

Occasional  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude  for  those 
visitors  in  close  proximity  to  the  area's  boundary  roads  and  8.5  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes.  Periodic  maintenance  visits  to  the  existing  range 
developments  would  also  affect  the  feeling  of  solitude. 

The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration  and  the  elimination  of  woodland 
products  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on  solitude. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  impacts  described  in  the 
naturalness  and  solitude  sections  above  would  also  affect  the  opportunities 
for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  particularly  in  the  central  and 
northern  portions  of  the  area.  The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration, 
woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  within  the  WSA. 

Special  Features:  The  highly  scenic  qualities  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
including  large  stands  of  ponderosa  pine,  numerous  caves,  and  avian  wildlife 
would  receive  the  added  protection  afforded  from  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designation  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  as 
wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness  and  excellent 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands, 
and  raptor  habitat.  Even  with  wilderness  designation,  long-term 
negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness  qualities  would  occur  on 
approximately  15  acres. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms 
of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  This  includes  approximately 
2,950  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals  located  in  the 
western  part  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that  minimizes  impacts  on 
the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of  the  operator.  The 
underground  mine  anticipated  within  the  WSA  would  occur  even  with  wilderness 
designation.  The  mine  would  be  located  within  the  WSA  as  would  a  4-acre 
waste  dump  and  4  acres  for  haul  roads.  Tailings  ponds,  support  and 
beneficiation  facilities  would  be  located  approximately  1.5  miles  south, 
outside  of  the  WSA  due  to  tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Waste  dumps 
within  the  WSA  would  be  reduced  from  6  acres  to  4  acres  as  a  result  of 
wilderness  designation. 

The  19  acres  of  surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  within  the 
WSA  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  7  acres  with 
designation.  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration  and 
development  activities  would  include  waste  dumps,  haul  road,  minimal  access, 
and  drill  pad  construction. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  potential  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  47  acres 
of  surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development  activity  expected  if 
designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced  to  15  acres  within  the  WSA 
if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  ponds,  support  and  beneficiation 
facilities  for  the  mine  would  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms 
of  mineral  leasing.  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on 
all  unl eased  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  entire  WSA  is  identified  as  having 
low  potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  and  geothermal). 

Two  wildcat  oil  wells,  totalling  10  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  be 
drilled  on  existing  leases,  even  with  wilderness  designation. 

The  12  acres  of  surface  disturbance  (6  miles  of  seismic  line)  associated 
with  energy  exploration  expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation 
would  be  eliminated  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 
Regardless  of  wilderness  designation,  development  of  energy  resources  is  not 
expected. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral 
leasing.  Two  wildcat  oil  wells  would  be  drilled  on  existing  leases. 
Geophysical  exploration  totalling  6  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not  expected. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  not  change.  Upper  Perish  Spring  and  Seep  Spring  would  be  developed 
following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

A  number  of  the  proposed  range  projects  within  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not 
be  allowed.  These  include  two  livestock  wells,  two  sections  of  pipelines 
totalling  3  miles,  3.5  miles  of  an  allotment  boundary  fence,  a  1,500-acre 
chaining,  and  two  fenced  seedings  totalling  9,700  acres. 

Disallowing  the  water  projects  would  not  affect  current  grazing,  however, 
better  cattle  distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Additional  forage  for 
cattle  would  not  be  created  within  the  WSA  due  to  the  fenced  seedings  and 
chaining  being  prohibited.  The  seedings  and  chaining  could  be  accomplished 
outside  of  the  WSA  and  still  achieve  the  goal  of  increasing  forage  in  the 
affected  allotments.  Minor  cattle  trespass  would  still  continue  as  a  result 
of  not  having  the  allotment  boundary  fence  constructed. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impact  to  grazing  facility  maintenance. 
There  would  be  a  negative  impact  to  grazing  facility  construction.  The 
absence  of  some  additional  water  developments  would  not  affect  current 
grazing,  however,  better  cattle  distribution  would  not  be  achieved. 
Minor  cattle  trespass  would  continue  as  a  result  of  the  allotment 
boundary  fence  not  being  allowed.  Increased  forage  within  the  WSA  would 
be  foregone  by  disallowing  two  seedings  and  one  chaining. 
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Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be  available  for 
commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The  harvest  of  8,100 
cords  of  fuelwood;  1,400  posts  and  poles;  and  commercial  sales  of  pinyon 
pine  nuts  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  there  are 
enough  areas  outside  of  the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  8,100  cords  of  fuelwood,  1,400  posts  and 
poles  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  WSA  would  be 
foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland  products  readily 
available  outside  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  8k  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access  into  the 
WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  ORV  use  of  185  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone.  Hunters  using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the 
main  recreational  user  group  affected  since  little  other  off-road  use 
occurs.  Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV 
use  is  located  throughout  the  region.  Therefore,  recreational  ORV  use 
foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  185  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would 
be  negligible. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS   ALTERNATIVE  NO.  2 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under    this    alternative,     45,791     acres    of    the  Riordan's    Well     WSA    and    an 

additional    2,409    acres    of    non-WSA   lands    would  receive    special    legislative 

protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation.  The  remaining  11,211  acres 
would  receive  no  special   protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral 
development  and  exploration  activities  would  physically  disturb  and  impair 
the  natural  character  of  15  acres  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Eight  acres  of  surface  disturbance,  including  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and 
construction  of  a  haul  road  would  result  from  the  development  of  a  small 
underground  mine  on  the  southern  boundary  of  the  suitable  portion.  The 
presence  of  a  waste  dump  would  result  in  a  modified  landform,  detracting 
from  the  natural  character  of  the  landscape.  Due  to  the  surrounding  thick, 
tree  cover,   this  disturbance  would  be  visible  only  in  its  immediate 
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vicinity.  Tailings  ponds  and  support  facilities  would  be  located  to  the 
south  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  A  small  exploration  program  in  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA,  using  helicopter-portable  drills  would 
physically  disturb  up  to  1  acre.  Additionally,  two  exploration  programs  in 
the  northern  part  of  the  WSA  would  disturb  2  and  4  acres  respectively 
through  minimal  access  and  drill  pad  construction. 

Naturalness  would  be  slightly  impaired  in  the  vicinity  of  two  proposed 
spring  developments  at  Upper  Perish  and  Seep  Springs.  The  spring  areas 
would  be  fenced  which  would  detract  slightly  from  the  feeling  of  naturalness 
in  their  immediate  vicinity.  This  would  be  offset  by  the  reestablishment  of 
vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  by  the  closure  of  the  suitable  area  to 
mineral  and  energy  exploration  and  possible  development,  and  to  woodland 
product  harvest.  There  would  also  be  a  slight  positive  effect  on 
naturalness  with  the  closure  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  off-road 
vehicles.  This  action  would  halt  the  formation  of  new  two-wheel  tracks 
associated  with  repeated  off-road  use. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  associated  with 
mineral  development  and  exploration  activities  would  physically  disturb  and 
impair  the  natural  character  of  18  acres  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA.  Approximately  18  acres  would  be  stripped  of  thick  tree  cover  for 
the  by  construction  of  beneficiation  facilities  and  tailings  pond  for  a 
small  underground  mine  located  within  the  suitable  portion.  The  tailings 
pond  would  result  in  a  modified  landform  which  would  detract  from  the 
natural  character  of  the  landscape  and  would  be  visible  from  the  high 
country  near  Heath  Peak  and  along  the  southern  boundary  road. 

Surface  disturbance  totalling  10  acres  would  result  from  two  wildcat  oil  and 
gas  exploration  wells  on  the  east  and  west  benches  of  the  nonsuitable 
portion.  Each  3-acre  well  pad  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil. 
Access  to  the  well  pads  would  total  4  acres  of  disturbance.  The  well  pads 
would  be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8  years. 
Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration  would  leave  6  miles  (12  acres)  of 
noticeable  linear  tracks  on  the  southeastern  bench  lasting  approximately  15 
years. 

Vegetation  treatment  in  the  form  of  crested  wheatgrass  seedings  proposed  for 
5,100  acres  in  the  southeastern  parts  of  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  accomplished  by  either  plowing,  prescribed  burning,  or  the  limited 
suppression  of  wildfire.  In  any  case,  the  seeding  would  likely  be 
accomplished  with  the  use  of  a  rangeland  drill.  The  resulting  block  of 
crested  wheatgrass  would  appear  somewhat  unnatural  in  comparison  to  the 
surrounding  untreated  area.  The  seedings  would  be  fenced  and  this  would 
also  detract  from  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 

A  livestock  well  and  a  .5-mile  pipeline  with  troughs  would  be  built  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion.  The  well  would  result  in  a  1-acre  area  denuded  of 
vegetation  due  to  livestock  congregation.  The  pipeline  construction  would 
disturb  a  swath  about  12  feet  wide  totalling  less  than  1  acre  of  surface 

disturbance. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  excellent 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values,  ponderosa  pine  stands, 
and  raptor  habitat.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on 
approximately  5,200  acres.  The  remaining  6,011  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  45,791-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
and  an  additional  2,409  acres  of  non-WSA  lands  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  This  includes  approximately  1,230  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  minerals.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  is  identified  as  having  low 
potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  on  valid  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that  minimizes  impacts 
on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of  the  operator. 
Surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration  and  development  activities 
would  include  minimal  access  and  haul  roads,  drill  pads  and  waste  dumps. 

The  underground  mine  anticipated  within  the  WSA  would  occur  even  with 
wilderness  designation.  The  mine  would  be  located  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  as  would  a  4-acre  waste  dump  and  4  acres  for  haul  roads. 
Tailings  ponds  support  and  beneficiation  facilities  would  be  located  1  mile 
south,  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  due  to  tighter  wilderness 
restrictions.  Waste  dumps  within  the  suitable  portion  would  be  reduced  from 
6  acres  to  4  acres  as  a  result  of  wilderness  designation. 

The  19  acres  of  surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  reduced 
to  7  acres  with  designation. 

All  lands  within  the  11, 211  -acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  mineral  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  This  includes  1,720  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  47  acres  of  surface  disturbing  exploration  and  development  activity 
expected  within  the  suitable  portion  if  designation  does  not  occur  would 
be  reduced  to  15  acres  if  designation  occurs.  Tailings  ponds,  support 
and  beneficiation  facilities  for  the  mine  would  be  located  in  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  45, 791 -acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
and  an  additional  2,409  acres  of  non-WSA  land  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA. 

All  lands  within  the  11, 211 -acre  nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing.  All  energy  resources  would  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  The  entire  WSA  has  been  rated  as  having  low 
potential  for  energy  resources  (oil,  gas,  and  geothermal ) .  Actual 
development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable 
or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA.  Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  within 
either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  There  would  be 
no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy  resources  within 
the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  change.  Within  the 
suitable  portion,  Upper  Perish  and  Seep  Springs  would  be  constructed 
following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy. 

Several  proposed  range  projects  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's 
Well  WSA  would  not  be  allowed.  These  include  one  livestock  well,  the  Lower 
Perish  Spring  pipeline,  3.5  miles  of  an  allotment  boundary  fence,  a 
1,500-acre  chaining,  and  portions  of  two  fenced  seedings  totalling  4,000 
acres. 

Disallowing  a  well  and  pipeline  would  not  affect  current  grazing,  however, 
better  cattle  distribution  would  not  be  achieved.  Additional  forage  for 
cattle  would  not  be  created  within  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  due  to 
portions  of  the  fenced  seedings  and  chaining  being  prohibited.  The 
remainder  of  the  seedings  and  chaining  could  be  accomplished  outside  of  the 
WSA  and  still  achieve  the  goal  of  increasing  forage  in  the  affected 
allotments.  Minor  cattle  trespass  would  still  continue  as  a  result  of  not 
having  the  allotment  boundary  fence  constructed. 

In  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  the  following  proposed  projects  would 
occur:  5,100  acres  of  a  9,100-acre  proposed  seeding;  a  livestock  well  in 
Dry  Basin;  and  a  .5-mile  pipeline  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA. 


165 


RIORDAN'S  WELL 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Solitude  would  be  affected  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  in  the  vicinity  of  the  underground 
mining  operation  and  also  in  the  vicinity  of  mineral  exploration  activities 
in  the  central  and  northern  part  of  the  WSA. 

Occasional  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude  for  those 
visitors  in  close  proximity  to  the  area's  boundary  roads  and  6  miles  of 
cherrystemmed  routes.  Periodic  maintenance  visits  to  the  existing  range 
developments  would  also  affect  the  feeling  of  solitude. 

The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration  and  the  elimination  of  woodland 
products  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on  solitude  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Mineral  and  energy  exploration  activities 
and  mineral  development  oT  a  small  underground  mine  would  affect  the 
wilderness  value  of  solitude.  Sights  and  sounds  from  traffic  and 
construction  related  to  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  lower  the  quality  of  solitude  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA, 
for  the  duration  of  the  activities. 

Treatment  of  5,100  acres  of  sagebrush  in  the  southeastern  part  of  the 
nonsuitable  .portion  would  affect  solitude  during  plowing  and  seeding 
activities.  Solitude  would  also  be  affected  by  the  use  of  heavy  equipment 
needed  to  drill  the  water  well  and  lay  pipeline. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
while  range  developments  are  being  maintained  and  especially  during  the 
September-October  hunting  season.  During  years  of  peak  pinyon  nut  crop, 
certain  areas  would  experience  an  increase  in  nut  harvesters  in  the  autumn 
season. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  The  impacts 
described  in  the  naturalness  and  solitude  sections  above  would  also  affect 
the  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation,  particularly  in 
the  southern  portion  of  the  area.  The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration, 
woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  within  the  remainder  of 
the  suitable  portion. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
mineral  development,  mineral  and  energy  exploration,  vegetation  treatment  on 
5,100  acres,  and  occasional  ORV  use  would  all  combine  to  diminish  the 
opportunity  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  for  the  visitors  near 
these  disturbances. 

Special  Features:  The  highly  scenic  qualities  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
including  large  stands  of  ponderosa  pine,  numerous  caves,  and  avian  wildlife 
are  located  almost  entirely  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would 
receive  the  added  protection  afforded  from  wilderness  designation. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  a  negative  impact  to  grazing  facility 
construction.  The  absence  of  some  additional  water  developments  would 
not  affect  current  grazing,  however,  better  cattle  distribution  would 
not  be  achieved.  Minor  cattle  trespass  would  continue  as  a  result  of 
the  allotment  boundary  fence  not  being  allowed.  Increased  forage  within 
the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone  by  disallowing 
portions  of  two  seedings  and  one  chaining.  There  would  be  no  impacts  to 
grazing  facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  Approximately  4,000  acres  of  a  proposed  9,100-acre  seeding 
would  not  be  allowed  within  the  suitable  portion  nor  would  a  1,500-acre 
chaining  and  lh  miles  of  pipeline.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing 
facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  45,791 -acre  suitable  portion  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The 
harvest  of  14,100  cords  of  fuelwood  and  2,400  posts  and  poles,  and 
commercial  sales  of  pinyon  pine  nuts  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a 
minor  impact  since  there  are  enough  areas  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

The  remaining  11, 211 -acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for 
woodland  product  harvest.  This  would  include  commercial  sales  of  pinyon 
pine  nuts. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  14,100  cords  of  fuelwood  and  2,400  posts 
and  poles  and  commercial  sales  of  pine  nuts  within  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor 
impact  since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  this  area 
could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products 
harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Under  this  alternative,  45,791  acres  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  and  an 
additional  2,409  acres  of  non-WSA  would  be  closed  to  all  forms  of 
recreational  0RV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  6  miles  of  cherrystemmed 
routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access  into  the  WSA.  Estimated 
off-road  recreational  0RV  use  of  148  visitor  days  annually  would  be  foregone 
in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Hunters  using  vehicles  off  existing 
roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  group  affected  since  little  other 
off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for 
recreational  0RV  use  is  located  throughout  the  region.  Recreational  ORV  use 
foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  the 
nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 


167 


RIORDAN'S  WELL 

The  remaining  11 ,211 -acre,  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  managed 
as  open  for  recreational  ORV  use. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  148  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

NO  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  not  be  designated  as 
wilderness  and  would  receive  no  special  legislative  protection. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral  exploration  and 
development,  including  road  and  drill  pad  construction,  waste  dumps, 
tailings  pond,  and  support  facilities  would  physically  disturb  and  impair 
the  natural  character  of  47  acres  within  the  WSA.  A  small  underground  mine 
would  be  developed  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  disturbing  a  total  of 
28  acres.  The  construction  of  the  beneficiation  and  support  facilities 
would  result  in  the  removal  of  thick  tree  cover  which  would  be  visible  from 
the  high  country  around  Heath  Peak  and  along  the  southern  boundary  road. 
The  presence  of  a  waste  dump  and  tailings  pond  would  result  in  permanent 
modified  land  forms  that  would  detract  from  the  natural  character  of  the 
landscape.  Three  small  exploration  programs  within  the  WSA  would  physically 
disturb  a  total  of  19  acres.  Surface  disturbance  would  include  road  access, 
drill  pad  construction  and  trenching,  resulting  in  an  unnatural  scarified 
appearance  to  the  landscape,  which  would  last  many  years. 

Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration  would  leave  6  miles  (12  acres)  of 
noticeable  linear  tracks  on  the  southeastern  bench  lasting  approximately  15 
years. 

Two  spring  developments  and  a  2.5-mile  pipeline  would  be  constructed  within 
the  WSA.  Development  activities  with  the  use  of  a  backhoe  and  bulldozer 
would  have  both  short-term  and  long-term  effects  on  the  natural  character  of 
the  WSA  in  the  vicinity  of  the  springs  and  pipeline  route  because  of 
vegetation  disturbance.  Within  3  years  of  development,  vegetation  would 
become  reestablished  so  that  disturbance  would  be  substantially  unnoticeable 
near  the  springs.  Structures  associated  with  the  spring  developments  such 
as  troughs  and  fenced  riparian  exclosures  would  detract  slightly  from  the 
natural  character  of  the  area.  This  would  be  offset,  however,  by  the 
reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  an  ungrazed 
riparian  areas.  The  pipeline  route  may  appear  as  an  unnatural  corridor  and 
would  result  in  an  additional  2.5  miles  of  new  road  for  maintenance  purposes. 

A  1,500-acre  pinyon-juniper  chaining  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA  would 
result  in  large  areas  of  vegetation  disturbance  and  slash  piles  which  would 
greatly  affect  the  natural  character  in  this  area. 
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Vegetation  treatment  in  the  form  of  crested  wheatgrass  seedings  proposed  for 
9,100  acres  in  the  southeastern  part  of  the  WSA  would  be  accomplished  by 
either  plowing,  prescribed  burning,  or  the  limited  suppression  of  wildfire. 
In  any  case,  the  seeding  would  likely  be  accomplished  with  the  use  of  a 
rangeland  drill.  The  resulting  block  of  crested  wheatgrass  would  appear 
somewhat  unnatural  in  comparison  to  the  surrounding,  untreated  area.  The 
seedings  would  be  fenced  and  would  also  detract  from  the  naturalness  of  the 
area. 

Two  livestock  wells  and  .5  mile  of  pipeline  with  troughs  would  be  built. 
Each  well  would  result  in  a  1-acre  area  denuded  of  vegetation  due  to 
livestock  congregation.  The  pipeline  would  disturb  a  swath  about  12  feet 
wide  totalling  less  than  1  acre,  and  appear  unnatural  due  to  the  resulting 
vegetation  disturbance. 

An  allotment  boundary  fence  totalling  3.5  miles  in  the  northern  portion  of 
the  WSA  would  have  a  slight  effect  on  the  perception  of  naturalness.  An 
unnatural -appearing  corridor  would  be  visible  to  the  user  when  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  fenceline.  The  fence,  located  within  the  interior 
of  the  WSA  in  a  heavily  wooded  area  would  not  be  noticeable  for  any  great 
distance. 

Solitude:  Mineral  and  energy  exploration  activities  and  mineral  development 
of  a  small  underground  mine  would  affect  the  wilderness  value  of  solitude. 
Sights  and  sounds  from  traffic  and  construction  related  to  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  would  lower  the  quality  of  solitude  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  WSA  for  the  duration  of  the  activities. 

Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  during  the  mechanical  conversion  of  pinyon 
woodland  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA.  Treatment  and  seeding  of  9,100 
acres  in  the  southeastern  part  of  the  WSA  would  affect  solitude  during 
plowing  and  seeding  activities. 

Sounds  of  chain  saws  within  the  chaining  area  from  salvage  woodcutters  would 
impair  solitude  sporadically.  Similarly,  solitude  would  be  affected  in  two 
areas  of  post  and  pole  sales. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
especially  in  the  September-October  hunting  season.  During  years  of  peak 
pinyon  nut  crop,  certain  areas  would  experience  an  increase  in  nut 
harvesters  in  the  autumn  season. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  presence  of  mineral  development, 
mineral  anil  energy  exploration,  commercial  woodland  products  harvest, 
vegetation  treatment  on  10,600  acres,  and  occasional  0RV  use  would  all 
combine  to  diminish  the  opportunity  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
for  the  visitors  near  these  disturbances. 

Special  Features:  The  highly  scenic  qualities  of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA, 
including  large  stands  of  ponderosa  pine,  numerous  caves,  and  avian  wildlife 
are  located  almost  entirely  within  the  rugged  high  country  of  the  WSA  and 
would  not  be  affected  by  the  anticipated  disturbances  and  developments. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities 
of  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  10,675  acres  in 
the  southern  and  north-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced. 
The  highly  scenic  values  within  the  WSA  would  not  be  impaired.  Special 
geologic  features,  ponderosa  pine  stands,  and  raptor  habitat  would  not 
be  affected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation.  The  remaining  46,327  acres 
would  retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral   Resources 

All  lands  within  the  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  remain  open  to 
mineral  entry.  All  potential  minerals  would  be  available  for  exploration 
and  development.  This  includes  2,950  acres  of  moderate  potential  for 
metallic  minerals  in  the  western  part  of  the  WSA. 

Because  all  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there  would  be 
no  impact  to  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral    resources. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  remain  open 
for  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral    resources. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  remain  open  to  all 
forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Energy  resource  potential  for  the  WSA  is 
considered  low  and  exploration  or  development  of  these  resources  (oil,  gas, 
geothermal )  is  not  anticipated.  Because  the  WSA  would  remain  available  for 
mineral  leasing,  there  would  be  no  impact  to  the  exploration  and  development 
of  energy  resources.  Energy  development  is  not  expected  to  occur  within  the 
WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
leasing.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development 
of  energy  resources. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  existing  range  developments  within  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA 
would  not  change.  Development  and  fencing  of  one  spring,  construction  of 
two  pipelines  and  a  livestock  well   would  take  place. 

Vegetation  treatment  and  seeding  on  6,600  acres  would  be  accomplished  by 
prescribed  burn  or  mechanical  methods.  Fences  around  the  new  seedings  would 
be  built. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction  within  the  Riordan's  Well   WSA. 
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Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  be  available  for  commercial 
and  private  woodland  products  harvest.  The  harvest  of  8,100  cords  of 
fuelwood,  1,400  posts  and  poles,   and  commercial   pinyon  nut  sales  would  occur. 

CONCLUSIONS:     There  would  be  no  impact  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  entire  57,002-acre  Riordan's  Well  WSA  would  remain  open  to  ORV  use  as 
designated  in  the  Egan  RMP.  Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  300 
visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:     There  would  be  no  impact  to  recreational   ORV  use. 

SOUTH  EGAN   RANGE  WSA 
NV-040-168 

PROPOSED  ACTION  (No  Wilderness  Alternative) 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would 
not  be  designated  as  wilderness  and  would  receive  no  special  legislative 
protection. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral  exploration 
activities,  including  access  construction  and  drill  pads,  would  physically 
disturb  and  impair  a  total  of  17  acres  within  the  WSA.  Two  exploration 
programs  targeting  precious  metal  mineralization  would  disturb  8  acres  and  5 
acres  respectively  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  WSA.  A  third  exploration 
program  southwest  of  Willow  Spring  Canyon  in  the  east-central  portion  of  the 
WSA  would  total  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Construction  of  drill  pads 
and  access  would  result  in  localized  areas  of  scarified  topography  which 
would  last  many  years.  Due  to  vegetative  and  topographic  screening  these 
disturbances  would  be  visible  only  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Development 
of  mineral  resources  as  a  result  of  exploration  is  not  anticipated. 

On  the  eastern  bench  of  the  WSA,  two  wildcat  oil  and  gas  wells  are 
anticipated.  Surface  disturbance  from  drilling  activities  would  total  10 
acres.  Two  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil 
which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction  to  the  well 
pads  would  total  about  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  The  well  pads  would 
be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8  years. 
Depending  on  the  slope  of  the  drill  site,  the  well  pads  may  result  in  a 
slightly  modified  landform  which  would  essentially  blend  with  the  natural 
landscape  after  revegetation.  Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration 
would  result  in  5  miles  (10  acres)  of  noticeable  linear  tracks  lasting 
approximately  15  years. 
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Two  springs  would  be  developed  within  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance 
resulting  from  development  of  the  two  springs  would  have  a  slight  short-term 
effect  on  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  springs  due  to 
vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs 
would  be  placed  outside  of  the  fenced  areas.  The  presence  of  fences  and 
troughs  would  detract  slightly  from  the  natural  character  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  springs.  This  would  be  offset,  however,  by  the 
reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  ungrazed 
riparian  areas.  A  proposed  well  and  trough  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA 
would  affect  naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Approximately  1  acre 
would  be  denuded  of  vegetation  by  cattle  congregation.  Two  stock  reservoirs 
on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  slightly  modified  landforms 
which  would  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness  on  the  lower  bench  areas 
where  the  reservoirs  would  be  located. 

Three  areas  proposed  for  prescribed  burns  totalling  1,800  acres  would  have  a 
negligible  affect  on  naturalness.  The  burns  would  finger  along  drainages 
and  create  openings  in  the  wooded  areas  and  thicker  brush.  A  1,200-acre 
seeding  would  result  in  an  area  appearing  somewhat  unnatural  in  comparison 
to  the  surrounding  untreated  area.  Prior  to  seeding,  much  of  the  area  would 
have  to  be  chained  or  burned  to  remove  the  trees.  The  contrast  between  the 
monotypic  crested  wheatgrass  seeding  and  the  surrounding  trees  and  brush 
would  be  especially  apparent  along  the  seeding' s  edges. 

A  120-acre  fuel  wood  cutting  area  would  be  designated  in  the  northwest 
portion  of  the  WSA  east  of  Lund,  Nevada.  The  resulting  partial  clearcut  of 
stumps  and  slash  piles  would  affect  the  natural  character  of  the  WSA  in  that 
area.  Two  Christmas  tree  cutting  areas  in  the  northeastern  part  of  the  WSA, 
totalling  140  acres  (60  acres  and  80  acres,  respectively)  would  leave  stumps 
scattered  through  the  sale  areas  and  would  have  a  slight  detrimental  effect 
on  the  natural  character  of  the  area  in  their  immediate  vicinity. 

Solitude:  The  use  of  heavy  equipment  and  associated  traffic  would  disturb 
the  area's  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mineral  and  energy  exploration  as 
well  as  range  project  construction.  The  effect  on  solitude  would  be 
relatively  short  term  and  discontinuous  within  the  WSA.  Solitude  would  also 
be  impaired  by  the  sounds  of  chain  saws  within  the  woodcutting  and  Christmas 
tree  areas.  Based  on  the  time  of  year  and  cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas 
trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  remove  at  one  time,  the  effects  on 
solitude  would  be  sporadic. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude, 
especially  in  October  during  hunting  season.  The  lower  use  of  recreational 
vehicles  (less  than  50  visitor  use  days)  during  the  remainder  of  the  year 
would  lessen  the  impact,  however. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  presence  of  ongoing  mineral 
exploration,  range  developments,  commercial  wood  product  harvest,  and 
occasional  0RV  use  would  all  combine  to  diminish  the  opportunity  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  for  visitors  near  these  disturbances. 
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Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  including  bristlecone  pine, 
caves,  massive  limestone  cliffs,  and  their  associated  raptor  habitat  would 
be  largely  unaffected  by  a  no  wilderness  designation. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Long-term  physical  impairment  to  the  wilderness  qualities 
of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  occur  on  approximately  1,500  acres  in 
the  northern  and  eastern  portions  of  the  WSA.  Opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  would  also  be  reduced. 
The  highly  scenic  values,  including  bristlecone  pine,  unique  geologic 
features,  and  raptor  habitat  would  not  be  impaired  or  affected  by  a  no 
wilderness  designation.  The  remaining  95,416  acres  would  retain  their 
wilderness  values. 


Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
entry.  All  potential  minerals  would  be  available  for  exploration  and 
development.  This  includes  802  acres  of  high  potential  for  metallic 
minerals  and  fluorite  and  7,633  acres  of  moderate  potential 
minerals.  Both  areas  are  located  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
all  minerals  would  remain  available  for  development,  there 
impact  to  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources. 


for  metallic 

WSA.  Because 

would  be  no 


CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no  impact  on  the  exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 


All  lands  within  the  96,916-acre  South 

all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.   Energy 

considered  low  with  the  exception  of 

having  moderate  geothermal  potential 

available  for  mineral  leasing,  there  would  be  no  impact  to  the  exploration 

or  development  of  energy  resources.  Energy  development  is  not  expected  to 

occur  within  the  WSA. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the 
leasing.  There  would  be  no  impacts 
of  energy  resources. 


WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
on  the  exploration  and  development 


Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  South  Egan  Range 

WSA  would  not  change.   Two  springs,  one  livestock  well,  and  two  stock 

reservoirs  would  be  developed.   In  addition,  three  burns  totalling  1,800 
acres  and  one  seeding  totalling  1,200  acres  would  take  place. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 
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Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The     entire     96,916-acre     South     Egan     Range     WSA  would     be     available     for 

commercial    and  private  woodland   products   harvest.  The   harvest  of   360  cords 

of  fuelwood,  540  Christmas  trees  every  6  years,  and  commercial  pinyon  nut 
sales  would  take  place. 

CONCLUSIONS:     There  would  be  no  impacts  on  woodland  products  harvest. 

Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  remain  open  to  ORV  use  as 
designated  in  the  Egan  RMP.  Recreational  ORV  use  would  remain  below  400 
visitor  days  annually  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  recreational  ORV  use. 

ADVERSE  IMPACTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 

The  only  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  would  be  those  associated  with  the  loss 
of  wilderness  values  from  mineral  and  energy  exploration.  Some  of  these 
impacts  may  be  reduced  by  careful  examination  and  mitigating  stipulations  in 
environmental*  assessments. 

RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SHORT-TERM  USES  OF  MAN'S  ENVIRONMENT  AND  THE 
MAINTENANCE  AND  ENHANCEMENT  OF  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 

Nondesignation  of  the  WSA  would  allow  all  present  short-term  uses  to 
continue.  Mineral  and  energy  exploration,  woodland  product  harvest,  and  ORV 
use  would  reduce  wilderness  values  over  the  long-term. 

IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

Mineral  and  energy  exploration  would  create  an  irreversible  commitment  of 
wilderness  resources. 

ALL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE 
Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

The  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  receive  special 
legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 

Naturalness:  Surface  disturbance  associated  with  mineral  exploration 
activities  on  valid  claims,  including  minimal  access  construction  and  drill 
pads,  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  the  natural  character  of  4  acres 
within  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA.  Two  exploration  programs  (3  acres  and 
1  acre,  respectively)  targeting  precious  metal  mineralization  would  be 
limited  to  vehicle  travel  on  existing  roads  or  cherrystemmed  routes  or  by 
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cross-country  travel.  Drill  rigs  would  be  mounted  on  rubber-tired  vehicles, 
or  be  helicopter-portable.  Minimal  clearing  of  topsoil  and  vegetation  would 
be  required  for  drill  pad  locations,  and  reclamation  would  be  required  to 
restore  the  area  to  a  natural  appearance.  Drill  pads  would  result  in 
isolated  areas  of  scarified  or  modified  topography,  appearing  somewhat 
unnatural . 

On  the  eastern  bench  of  the  WSA,  two  exploratory  oil  and  gas  wells  are 
anticipated.  Surface  disturbance  from  drilling  activities  would  total  10 
acres.  Two  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil 
which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction  to  the  well 
pads  would  total  about  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  The  well  pads  would 
be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8  years. 
Depending  on  the  slope  of  the  drill  site,  the  well  pads  may  result  in  a 
slightly  modified  landform  which  would  essentially  blend  with  the  natural 
landscape  after  revegetation. 

Two  springs  would  be  developed  within  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance 
resulting  from  development  of  the  two  springs  would  have  a  slight  short-term 
effect  on  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  springs  due  to 
vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring  sources  would  be  fenced  and  troughs 
would  be  placed  outside  of  the  fenced  areas.  The  presence  of  fences  and 
troughs  would  detract  slightly  from  the  natural  character  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  springs.  This  would  be  offset,  however,  by  the 
reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  ungrazed 
riparian  areas. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  by  the  closure  of  the  WSA  to  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  and  possible  development,  and  to  the  woodland  product 
harvest  all  of  which  would  occur  without  wilderness  designation.  There 
would  also  be  a  slight  positive  effect  on  naturalness  due  to  the  closure  of 
the  WSA  to  off-road  vehicle  use,  which  would  halt  the  formation  of  new 
two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off-road  use. 

Solitude^  The  use  of  heavy  equipment  and  associated  traffic  would  disturb 
the  area's  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mineral  and  energy  exploration. 
The  impact  on  solitude  would  be  relatively  short-term  and  discontinuous 
within  the  WSA. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
for  those  visitors  in  close  proximity  to  the  WSA's  boundary  roads  and  46 
miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes.  The  reduction  of  mineral  exploration  and  the 
elimination  of  woodland  products  harvest  and  ORV  use  would  have  a  positive 
effect  on  solitude  within  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  The  presence  of  mineral  and  energy 
exploration,  and  occasional  ORV  use  along  the  cherrystemmed  routes  would 
slightly  detract  from  the  enjoyment  of  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of 
recreation.  The  reduction  of  additional  mineral  and  energy  exploration  and 
the  elimination  of  woodland  products  harvest  would  have  a  positive  effect  on 
enhancing  the  area's  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 
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Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  including  bristlecone  pine, 
caves,  unique  geologic  features  and  raptor  habitat  would  remain  protected 
under  this  alternative.  They  would  receive  the  added  protection  from 
tighter  restrictions  placed  on  surface  disturbing  activities  within 
wilderness. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designation  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  as 
wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  geologic  features,  highly  scenic  values,  bristlecone  pine,  and 
raptor  habitat  would  also  be  preserved.  Long-term  physical  impacts  to 
the  wilderness  quality  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  occur  on  about 
14  acres. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

The  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources 
would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  This  includes 
approximately  802  acres  of  high  potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  fluorite 
and  7,633  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Exploration 
for  mineral  resources  on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner 
that  minimizes  impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the 
rights  of  the  operator.  The  17  acres  of  surface  disturbance  associated  with 
mineral  exploration  expected  to  occur  without  wilderness  designation  would 
be  reduced  to  4  acres  as  a  result  of  tighter  wilderness  restrictions. 
Surface  disturbance  associated  with  exploration  activities  would  include 
minimal  access  and  drill  pad  construction. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  17  acres  of  surface 
disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  if  designation  does  not  occur 
would  be  reduced  to  4  acres  within  the  WSA  if  designation  occurs. 
Favorability  for  development  of  mineral  resources  is  low  within  the  WSA 
and  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

The  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone 
on  all  unl eased  lands  within  the  WSA.  The  entire  WSA  is  identified  as 
having  low  potential  for  energy  resources  with  the  exception  of  328  acres 
along  the  west  boundary  having  a  moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources. 

The  20  acres  of  surface  disturbance  (two  wildcat  oil  wells  and  5  miles  of 
seismic  line)  associated  with  energy  exploration  expected  to  occur  without 
wilderness  designation  would  be  reduced  to  10  acres  as  a  result  of  tighter 
wilderness  restrictions.  The  two  wildcat  wells  would  be  allowed  on  existing 
leases,  but  seismic  exploration  would  not  take  place.  Regardless  of 
wilderness  designation,  development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral 
leasing.  Two  wildcat  oil  wells  would  be  drilled  on  existing  leases. 
Geophysical  exploration  totalling  5  miles  would  be  foregone  due  to 
tighter  wilderness  restrictions.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy 
resources  is  low  within  the  WSA  and  development  is  not  expected. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  not  change.  School  house  and  Stink  Pot  Springs  would  be  developed 
following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy.  One  livestock  well 
would  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA  and  two  stock  reservoirs  would  not  be 
constructed.  Prescribed  burns  on  1,800  acres  would  not  be  allowed.  A 
1,200-acre  seeding  would  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  minor  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
construction.  Most  of  the  disallowed  projects  (prescribed  burns, 
. seedings,  and  water  developments)  could  be  located  outside  of  the  WSA 
boundary  and  still  achieve  the  same  goals.  Absence  of  these  projects 
within  the  WSA  would  have  no  impact  on  current  grazing  in  the  area. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be  available  for 
commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  The  harvest  of  360 
cords  of  fuelwood,  540  Christmas  trees  e\/ery  6  years,  and  commercial  sales 
of  pinyon  pine  nuts  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since 
there  are  enough  areas  outside  of  the  WSA  to  supply  woodland  products  for 
the  foreseeable  future. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  harvest  of  540  Christmas  trees  eyery  6  years  and  360 
cords  of  fuelwood  and  commercial  sales  of  pinyon  pine  nuts  within  the 
WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since  woodland 
products  readily  available  outside  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  the  entire  96,916-acre  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  to  all  forms  of  recreational  0RV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  the  46 
miles  of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access 
into  the  WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  0RV  use  of  320  visitor  days 
annually  would  be  foregone.  Hunters  using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would 
be  the  main  recreational  group  affected  since  little  other  off-road  use 
occurs.  Public  land  that  offers  similar  opportunities  for  recreational  0RV 
use  is  located  throughout  the  region.  Therefore,  recreational  0RV  use 
foregone  in  the  WSA  would  be  absorbed  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  0RV  use  of  320  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would 
be  negl igible. 
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Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under  this  alternative,  57,660  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would 
receive  special  legislative  protection  provided  by  wilderness  designation. 
The  remaining  39,256  acres  would  receive  no  special  protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Two  springs  would  be  developed  within  the 
WSA.  Surface  disturbance  resulting  from  development  of  the  two  springs 
would  have  a  slight  short-term  effect  on  naturalness  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  springs  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring  sources 
would  be  fenced  and  troughs  would  be  placed  outside  of  the  fenced  areas. 
The  presence  of  fences  and  troughs  would  detract  slightly  from  the  natural 
character  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  springs.  This  would  be  offset, 
however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the 
presence  of  ungrazed  riparian  areas. 

Naturalness  would  be  benefited  by  the  elimination  of  mineral  and  energy 
exploration  and  possible  development  within  the  suitable  portion.  There 
would  be  a  slight  positive  effect  on  naturalness  with  the  closure  of  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  off-road  vehicles.  This  action  would  halt 
the  formation  of  new  two-wheel  tracks  associated  with  repeated  off-road 
use.  Naturalness  would  also  be  benefited  by  the  absence  of  commercial 
fuel  wood  and  Christmas  tree  harvest  areas  and  the  absence  of  new  range 
developments. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  Surface  disturbance  associated  with 
mineral  exploration  activities,  including  access  construction  and  drill 
pads,  would  physically  disturb  and  impair  a  total  of  13  acres  within  the 
WSA.  Two  exploration  programs  targeting  precious  metal  mineralization  would 
disturb  8  acres  and  5  acres,  respectively,  in  the  northern  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Construction  of  drill  pads  and  access  would  result  in  localized  areas 
of  scarified  topography  which  would  last  many  years.  Development  of  mineral 
resources  as  a  result  of  exploration  is  not  expected  to  take  place. 

On  the  eastern  bench  of  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  two  wildcat  oil 
and  gas  wells  are  anticipated.  Surface  disturbance  from  drilling  activities 
would  total  10  acres.  Two  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation 
and  topsoil  which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction 
to  the  well  pads  would  total  about  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  The  well 
pads  would  be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8 
years.  Depending  on  the  slope  of  the  drill  site,  the  well  pads  may  result 
in  a  slightly  modified  landform  which  would  essentially  blend  with  the 
natural  landscape  after  revegetation. 

Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration  would  result  in  5  miles  (10 
acres)  of  noticeable  linear  tracks  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  lasting 
approximately  15  years. 


178 


4  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

A  proposed  well  and  trough  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  affect 
naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Approximately  1  acre  would  be 
denuded  of  vegetation  by  cattle  congregation. 

One  stock  reservoir  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  slightly 
modified  landform  which  would  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  where  the  reservoir  would  be  located. 

One  600-acre  area  proposed  for  a  prescribed  burn  would  have  a  negligible 
affect  on  naturalness.  The  burn  would  finger  along  a  drainage  and  create 
openings  in  the  wooded  areas  and  thicker  brush. 

A  120-acre  fuel  wood  cutting  area  would  be  designated  in  the  northwest  part 
of  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  east  of  Lund,  Nevada.  The  resulting 
partial  clearcut  of  stumps  and  slash  piles  would  affect  the  natural 
character  of  the  WSA  in  that  area.  Two  Christmas  tree  cutting  areas  in  the 
northeastern  part  of  the  nonsuitable  portion,  totalling  140  acres  (60  acres 
and  80  acres,  respectively)  would  leave  stumps  scattered  through  the  sale 
areas  and  would  have  a  slight  detrimental  effect  on  the  natural  character  of 
the  area. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Opportunities  for  solitude  would  be  preserved 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Vehicular  access  for  maintenance  of 
range  developments  would  be  sporadic  and  would  have  only  negligible  effects 
on  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  use  of  heavy  equipment  and  associated 
traffic  would  disturb  the  area's  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mineral  and 
energy  exploration.  The  impact  on  solitude  would  be  relatively  short  term 
and  discontinuous  within  the  nonsuitable  portion.  Solitude  would  also  be 
impaired  by  the  sounds  of  chain  saws  within  the  woodcutting  and  Christmas 
tree  areas.  Based  on  the  time  of  year  and  cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas 
trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  remove  at  one  time,  the  effects  on 
solitude  would  be  sporadic. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude 
especially  in  October  during  hunting  season.  The  lower  use  of  recreational 
vehicles  (less  than  30  visitor  use  days)  during  the  remainder  of  the  year 
would  lessen  the  impact,  however. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  Opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  would  be  preserved.  There  are"  no  adverse  impacts 
anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
ongoing  mineral  exploration,  commercial  wood  product  harvest,  and  occasional 
ORV  use  would  all  combine  to  diminish  the  opportunity  for  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  for  visitors  near  these  disturbances  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Special  Features:  The  area's  special  features  including  bristlecone  pine, 
caves,  massive  limestone  cliffs,  and  their  associated  raptor  habitat  occur 
primarily  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  and  would  not  be  affected 
by  the  expected  disturbances. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  features  such  as  bristlecone  pine,  caves,  raptor  habitat,  and 
highly  scenic  values.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on 
approximately  300  acres.  The  remaining  38,956  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  57,660-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  This  includes  approximately  4,300 
acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA 
is  identified  as  having  low  potential  for  metallic  minerals.  Exploration 
for  mineral  resources  on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner 
that  minimizes  impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the 
rights  of  the  operator.  Exploration  for  mineral  resources  is  not  expected 
within  the  suitable  portion.  Without  wilderness  designation,  surface 
disturbing  exploration  activities  would  total  4  acres  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  This  exploration  would  be  eliminated  due  to  a  lack  of 
valid  claims  should  the  suitable  portion  be  designated  as  wilderness. 

All  lands  within  the  39,256-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  potential  minerals  wculd  be  available  for 
exploration  and  development.  This  includes  3,333  acres  of  moderate 
potential  for  metallic  minerals  and  802  acres  of  high  potential  for  metallic 
minerals  and  fluorite.  Actual  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not 
expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a 
result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  4  acres  of  surface  disturbing  exploration  activity  expected  within 
the  suitable  portion  if  designation  does  not  occur  would  be  eliminated 
if  designation  occurs  due  to  lack  of  valid  claims.  All  lands  within  the 
nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  57,660-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unl eased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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All  lands  within  the  39,256-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing.  This  includes  328  acres  identified  as  having 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.  All  energy  resources  would  be 
available  for  exploration  and  development.  Actual  development  of  energy 
resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions 
of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unl eased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA.  Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take 
place  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  change. 
School  house  and  Stink  Pot  Springs  would  be  developed  following  criteria  in 
the  Wilderness  Management  Policy.  Two  prescribed  burns  totalling  1,200 
acres  and  a  stock  reservoir  wou'ld  not  be  allowed.  A  1,200-acre  seeding 
would  be  located  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  a  prescribed  burn  totalling  600 
acres  would  take  place.  A  livestock  well  and  a  stock  reservoir  would  be 
developed. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
maintenance.  There  would  be  minor  impacts  to  grazing  facility 
construction  within  the  suitable  portion.  The  disallowed  projects 
(prescribed  burns,  seedings,  and  a  stock  reservoir)  could  be  located 
outside  of  the  WSA  boundary  and  still  achieve  the  same  goals.  Absence 
of  these  projects  within  the  suitable  portion  would  have  no  impact  on 
current  grazing  in  the  area.  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing 
facility  construction  within  the  nonsuitable  portion. 

Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  57,660-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  No 
commercial  or  private  woodland  products  sales  are  proposed  for  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  The  commercial  harvest  of  pinyon  pine  nuts  within  the 
suitable  portion  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since 
there  are  enough  areas  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  supply 
woodland  products  for  the  foreseeable  future.  The  remaining  39,256-acre 
nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for  woodland  product  harvest.  _  This 
would  include  a  120-acre  greenwood  cutting  area  and  two  commercial  Christmas 
tree  sales  totalling  140  acres. 
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CONCLUSIONS:  The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact 
since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on 
woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational   Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

cUltPVhtiS,fitef"atiVe;  57,660  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be 
c  osed    to    all    forms    of    recreational    ORV    use.      The    boundary    roads    and    27 

?nio  th >  uterryf ^mi/°ffe5  w°uld  c<™tinue  to  provide  vehicular  access 
into  the  WSA  Estimated  off-road  recreational  ORV  use  of  192  visitor  days 
annually  would  be  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  Hunters 
using  vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  qroup 
affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers 
similar  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region  Recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  the  nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  remaining  39,256-acre,  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to 
be  managed  as  open  for  recreational  ORV  use. 

CONCLUSIONS:     Recreational    ORV  use  of  192  visitor  days  annually  would  be 

IZT^T'     +e  V?Cts  °f.shmi"ng  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 

PARTIAL  WILDERNESS  ALTERNATIVE   NO.  2 
Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Under    this    alternative,     16,560    acres    of    the    South    Egan    Range    WSA    would 

TheeZaiSn?nCna«n  ^slat1ve    Protection    provided    by   wilderness    designation, 
ine  remaining  80,356  acres  would  receive  no  special  protection. 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion):  Schoolhouse  Spring  would  be  developed 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Surface  disturbance  resulting  from 
development  of  the  spring  would  have  a  slight  short-term  effect  on 
naturalness    in    Us    immediate    vicinity    due    to    vegetation    disturbance.      The 

ePnced9  arT*  iT^  be  ^  "f  *  tr0U*h  wou1d  be  Pla«d  outside  of  the 
fenced  area.  The  presence  of  a  fence  and  trough  would  detract  slightly  from 
the  natural  character  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  spring.  Thi s  woufd 
be  offset,  however,  by  the  reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  ad 
the  presence  of  an  ungrazed  riparian  area. 

Naturalness     (Nonsuitable     Portion):       Surface     disturbance     associated     with 
mineral    exploration  activities,    including  access  and  drill    pad  construction 
wou  d  physically  disturb  and  impair  a  total   of  17  acres  w  th  n  the  WSA      Two 

do?  ?o  o°fntr9^;S  'ih9^^  P:eoC1"°US  metal  "^"""tlon  in  the  north  rn 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  disturb  8  acres  and  5  acres  respectively  A  third 
exploration  program  southwest  of  Willow  Spring  Canyon  in  the  east-central 
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portion  of  the  WSA  would  total  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Construction 
of  drill  pads  and  access  would  result  in  localized  areas  of  scarified 
topography  which  would  last  many  years.  Development  of  mineral  resources  as 
a  result  of  exploration  is  not  anticipated. 

On  the  eastern  bench  of  the  WSA,  two  wildcat  oil  and  gas  wells  are 
anticipated.  Surface  disturbance  from  drilling  activities  would  total  10 
acres.  Two  3-acre  drill  pads  would  be  stripped  of  vegetation  and  topsoil 
which  would  be  stockpiled  for  reclamation.  Access  construction  to  the  well 
pads  would  total  about  4  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  The  well  pads  would 
be  reclaimed  and  restored  to  a  natural  condition  in  about  8  years. 
Depending  on  the  slope  of  the  drill  site,  the  well  pads  may  result  in  a 
slightly  modified  landform  which  would  essentially  blend  with  the  natural 
landscape  after  revegetation. 

One  spring  would  be  developed  within  the  nonsui table  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Surface  disturbance  resulting  from  development  of  the  spring  would  have  a 
slight  short-term  effect  on  naturalness  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
spring  due  to  vegetation  disturbance.  The  spring  source  would  be  fenced  and 
a  trough  would  be  placed  outside  of  the  fenced  area.  The  presence  of  the 
fence  and  trough  would  detract  slightly  from  the  natural  character  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  spring.  This  would  be  offset,  however,  by  the 
reestablishment  of  vegetation  within  3  years  and  the  presence  of  an  ungrazed 
riparian  area. 

A  proposed  well  and  trough  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  affect 
naturalness  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  Approximately  1  acre  would  be 
denuded  of  vegetation  by  cattle  congregation. 

Two  stock  reservoirs  on  the  east  side  of  the  WSA  would  result  in  slightly 
modified  landforms  which  would  impair  the  perception  of  naturalness  on  the 
lower  bench  areas  where  the  reservoirs  would  be  located. 

Three  areas  proposed  for  prescribed  burns  totalling  1,800  acres  would  have  a 
negligible  affect  on  naturalness.  The  burns  would  finger  along  drainages 
and  create  openings  in  the  wooded  areas  and  thicker  brush.  A  1,200-acre 
seeding  would  result  in  an  area  appearing  somewhat  unnatural  in  comparison 
to  the  surrounding  untreated  area.  Prior  to  seeding,  much  of  the  area  would 
have  to  be  chained  or  burned  to  remove  the  trees.  The  contrast  between  the 
monotypic  crested  wheatgrass  seeding  and  the  surrounding  trees  and  brush 
would  be  especially  apparent  along  the  seeding' s  edges. 

Seismic  lines  from  geophysical  exploration  would  result  in  5  miles  (10 
acres)  of  noticeable  linear  tracks  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  lasting 
approximately  15  years. 

A  120-acre  fuel  wood  cutting  area  would  be  designated  in  the  northwest 
portion  of  the  WSA  east  of  Lund,  Nevada.  The  resulting  partial  clearcut  of 
stumps  and  slash  piles  would  affect  the  natural  character  of  the  WSA  in  that 
area.  Two  Christmas  tree  cutting  areas  in  the  northeastern  part  of  the 
nonsuitable  portion,  totalling  140  acres  (60  acres  and  80  acres, 
respectively)  would  leave  stumps  scattered  through  the  sale  areas  and  would 
have  a  slight  detrimental  effect  on  the  natural  character  of  the  area. 
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Solitude  (Suitable  Portion):  Opportunities  for  solitude  would  be 
preserved.  There  are  no  adverse  impacts  anticipated  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  use  of  heavy  equipment  and  associated 
traffic  would  disturb  the  area  s  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mineral  and 
energy  exploration  as  well  as  near  the  range  project  construction.  The 
impact  on  solitude  would  be  relatively  short  term  and  discontinuous  within 
the  WSA.  Solitude  would  also  be  impaired  by  the  sounds  of  chain  saws  within 
the  woodcutting  and  Christmas  tree  areas.  Based  on  the  time  of  year  and 
cordage,  or  number  of  Christmas  trees  the  contractor  was  permitted  to  remove 
at  one  time,  the  effects  on  solitude  would  be  sporadic. 

Occasional  off-road  vehicle  use  would  detract  from  the  feeling  of  solitude, 

especially  in  October  during  hunting  season.  The  lower  use  of  recreational 

vehicles  (less  than  9  visitor  use  days)  during  the  remainder  of  the  year 
would  lessen  the  impact,  however. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Suitable  Portion):  Opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  would  be  preserved.  There  are"  no  adverse  impacts 
anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  (Nonsuitable  Portion):  The  presence  of 
°"  Qoing  mineral  exploration,  commercial  wood  product  harvest,  and 
occasional  ORV  use  would  all  combine  to  diminish  the  opportunity  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  for  visitors  near  these  disturbances. 

Special  Features:  The  WSA's  special  features  including  bristlecone  pine, 
caves,  massive  limestone  cliffs,  and  their  associated  raptor  habitat  are 
located  in  both  the  suitable  and  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA.  These 
features  would  remain  largely  unaffected  regardless  of  wilderness 
designation. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  result  of  designating  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  to  preserve  the  naturalness,  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation; 
special  features  such  as  bristlecone  pine,  caves,  raptor  habitat,  and 
highly  scenic  values.  Long-term  negative  impacts  to  the  wilderness 
qualities  in  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  occur  on 
approximately  1,500  acres.  The  remaining  78,856  nonsuitable  acres  would 
retain  their  wilderness  values. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Mineral  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  16,560-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  entry.  Exploration  and 
development  of  mineral  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  entire  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA  is  identified  as  having  a  low  potential.  Exploration  for  mineral 
resources  on  valid  existing  claims  would  be  done  in  a  manner  that  minimizes 
impacts  on  the  wilderness  resource  while  protecting  the  rights  of  the 
operator.  Exploration  of  mineral  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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All  lands  within  the  80,356-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  entry.  All  minerals  would  be  available  for  exploration  and 
development.  This  includes  802  acres  of  high  potential  for  metallic 
minerals  and  fldorite  and  7,633  acres  of  moderate  potential  for  metallic 
minerals.  Actual  development  of  mineral  resources  is  not  expected  within 
either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of 
exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  would  be 
foregone  on  all  unclaimed  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Exploration  of  mineral  resources  is  not  anticipated  to  occur  within  the 
suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  All  lands  within  the  nonsuitable  portion 
of  the  WSA  would  remain  open  to  mineral  entry.  There  would  be  no 
impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  mineral  resources  within 
the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  the  Exploration  and  Development  of  Energy  Resources 

All  lands  within  the  16,560-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range 
WSA  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  mineral  leasing.  Exploration  and 
development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all  unleased  lands 
within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

All  lands  within  the  80,356-acre  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  mineral  leasing.  This  includes  328  acres  identified  as  having 
moderate  potential  for  geothermal  resources.  All  energy  resources  would  be 
available  for  exploration  and  development.  Actual  development  of  energy 
resources  is  not  expected  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions 
of  the  WSA  as  a  result  of  exploration. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Development  of  energy  resources  would  be  foregone  on  all 
unleased  lands  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  for 
energy  resources  is  not  anticipated  within  the  suitable  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Favorability  for  development  of  energy  resources  is  low  within  the 
entire  WSA.  Development  of  energy  resources  is  not  expected  to  take 
place  within  either  the  suitable  or  nonsuitable  portions  of  the  WSA. 
There  would  be  no  impacts  on  the  exploration  and  development  of  energy 
resources  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and  Construction 

Maintenance  of  the  existing  range  developments  within  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  portions  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  change. 
School  house  Spring  would  be  developed  following  criteria  in  the  Wilderness 
Management  Policy.  Within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA,  one  spring,  a 
livestock  well,  and  two  stock  reservoirs  would  be  developed.  Three 
prescribed  burns  totalling  1,800  acres  and  a  1,200-acre  seeding  would  take 
place. 

CONCLUSIONS:  There  would  be  no  impacts  on  grazing  facility  maintenance 
and  construction. 
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Impacts  on  Woodland  Products  Harvest 

The  16,560-acre  suitable  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  not  be 
available  for  commercial  or  private  harvest  of  woodland  products.  No 
commercial  or  private  woodland  products  sales  are  proposed  for  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA.  The  commercial  harvest  of  pinyon  pine  nuts  within  the 
suitable  portion  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact  since 
there  are  enough  areas  outside  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  to  supply 
woodland  products  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

The  remaining  80,356-acre  nonsuitable  portion  would  be  available  for 
woodland  product  harvest.  This  would  include  a  120-acre  greenwood  cutting 
area  and  two  commercial  Christmas  tree  sales  totalling  140  acres. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  commercial  harvest  of  pine  nuts  within  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  would  be  foregone.  This  would  be  a  minor  impact 
since  woodland  products  readily  available  outside  of  the  suitable 
portion  of  the  WSA  could  satisfy  demand.  There  would  be  no  impact  on 
woodland  products  harvest  within  the  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Recreational  Off -Road  Vehicle  Use 

Under  this  alternative,  16,560  acres  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  would  be 
closed  to  all  forms  of  recreational  ORV  use.  The  boundary  roads  and  1  mile 
of  cherrystemmed  routes  would  continue  to  provide  vehicular  access  into  the 
WSA.  Estimated  off-road  recreational  ORV  use  of  54  visitor  days  annually 
would  be  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA.  Hunters  using 
vehicles  off  existing  roads  would  be  the  main  recreational  user  group 
affected  since  little  other  off-road  use  occurs.  Public  land  that  offers 
similar  opportunities  for  recreational  ORV  use  is  located  throughout  the 
region.  Recreational  ORV  use  foregone  in  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 
would  be  absorbed  on  the  nonsuitable  portion  and  on  surrounding  public  lands. 

The  remaining  80,356-acre,  nonsuitable  portion  of  the  WSA  would  continue  to 
be  managed  as  open  for  recreational  ORV  use. 

CONCLUSIONS:  Recreational  ORV  use  of  54  visitor  days  annually  would  be 
foregone.  The  impacts  of  shifting  this  use  to  the  nonsuitable  portion  of 
the  WSA  or  to  other  public  lands  would  be  negligible. 
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CHAPTER  5 
Consultation  and  Coordination 

INTRODUCTION 

This  Final  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Egan  Resource 
Area  has  been  prepared  by  specialists  from  the  Ely  District  Office  with 
assistance  from  the  Nevada  State  Office.  The  entire  wilderness  review 
process  has  involved  public  participation  since  its  initiation  in  1978  with 
the  wilderness  review  required  by  FLPMA.  The  process  included  inventories 
of  resources,  public  participation,  and  coordination  with  individuals, 
organizations,  and  other  agencies.  Care  has  been  exercised  to  ensure  that 
the  public  has  been  consulted  and  informed  throughout  the  wilderness  review 
process. 

PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 

The  Federal  Register  notice  announcing  the  filing  of  the  draft  plan  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  its  availability  to  the  public  appeared 
in  the  September  23,  1983,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  In  addition,  this 
notice  stated  that  public  hearings  would  be  held  in  Ely  and  Reno,  Nevada, 
and  that  the  public  review  period  for  the  draft  document  would  end  on 
December  24,  1983.  News  releases  were  also  issued  to  announce  the 
availability  of  the  draft  document. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Ely  on  October  25,  1983.  Nine  people  attended 
the  meeting  and  four  of  them  made  oral  statements.  A  second  hearing  was 
held  in  Reno  on  October  26,  1983.  It  was  attended  by  forty-two  members  of 
the  public,  twenty-one  of  whom  made  oral  statements.  The  transcripts  of 
these  public  meetings  are  available  for  inspection  at  the  Ely  District 
Office  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  and  those  dealing  with  wilderness  are 
reprinted  in  this  document. 

In  addition  to  the  public  hearings,  briefings  were  offered  to  the  State  of 
Nevada  Clearinghouse  on  November  8,  1983,  and  to  the  Nevada  Congressional 
Delegations  on  November  7,  1983. 

Throughout  the  study,  consultation,  and  coordination  has  occurred  with  other 
federal  agencies;  state,  county,  and  local  governments;  and  the  public.  The 
Egan  Draft  RMP/EIS  and  Wilderness  Technical  Report  were  mailed  out  to  the 
persons  on  the  wilderness  mailing  list  on  September  9,  1983.  An  abbreviated 
form  of  those  contacted  follows. 
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FEDERAL  AGENCIES 

Department  of  Agriculture 
Soil  Conservation  Service 

*  U.S.  Forest  Service 

Department  of  the  Interior 

*  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

*  Bureau  of  Mines 

*  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

*  National  Park  Service 

*  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
**U.S.  Geological  Survey 

*  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

White  Pine,  Nye  and  Lincoln 
County  Extension  Agents 

STATE  AGENCIES 


*  Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines 

*  Nevada  Department  of  Agriculture 

*  Nevada  Department  of  Conservation 

and  Natural  Resources 
Nevada  Department  of  Transportation 

*  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife 

LOCAL  AGENCIES 


* 


White  Pine  County  Commission 
Lincoln  and  Nye  County  Commissions 
Lincoln  and  Nye  Planning  Commissions 

*  White  Pine  Regional  Planning  Commission 
Central  Nevada  Development  Authority 

*  Ely  City  Council 

*  Lund  Town  Council 

Ruth  and  McGill  Town  Councils 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES 

White  Pine,  Lincoln  and  Nye  County  Libraries 
Nevada  State  Library 
University  of  Nevada  Library 

*  A  written  response  was  received  and  is  published  in  the  following  section. 

**  No  written  response  was  received,  but  a  telephone  confirmation  is  in  the 
files  stating  the  agency  had  no  comments. 
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5  -  CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 

BLM  ADVISORY  COUNCILS 

Ely  District  Grazing  Board 
Ely  District 'Advisory  Council 
Nevada  State  Grazing  Board 

NATIVE  AMERICAN  COUNCILS 

Duckwater  Tribal  Council 
Ely  Colony  Council 

CONSERVATION  GROUPS 

American  Horse  Protection  Association 
Animal  Protection  Institute 

*  Conservation  Call 

*  Defenders  of  Wildlife 

*  Eastern  Nevada  Trappers  &  Furtakers  Association 

*  Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California 

*  Lahonton  Audubon  Society 
National  Wildlife  Federation 
Natural  Resources  Defense  Council 
The  Nature  Conservancy 

Nevada  Archaeological  Association 

*  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association 

*  Nevada  Wilderness  Association 
Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 

*  Sierra  Club 

*  White  Pine  Sportsman's  Club 

*  The  Wilderness  Society 

Wild  Horse  Organized  Assistance 
The  Wildlife  Society 

GRAZING  INTERESTS 

Egan  Resource  Area  Permittees 
National   Cattleman's  Association 
Nevada  Cattleman's  Association 
Nevada  Woolgrowers  Association 
White  Pine  County  Farm  Bureau 

MINERAL  INDUSTRIES 

Amselco  Minerals,   Inc. 

*  Atlantic  Richfield 

Bear  Creek  Mining  Company 
Boundy  and  Foreman 
Chevron  Resource  Co. 
Ely  Valley  Mines 
Exxon  Minerals  Co. 

*  A  written  response  was  received  and  is  published  in  the  following  section. 
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*  Gold  Prospectors  Association  of  America 
Kennecott  Minerals  Co. 

*  Mineralogical  Research  Co. 
Northeastern  Nevada  Miners 

and  Prospectors  Association 

*  Nevada  Mining  Association 
Placer  Amex 

Silver  King  Mines 

Superior  Oil  Company 

Texaco  Incorporated 

White  Pine  Minerals  Corporation 

OTHER  ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES 

Mt.  Wheeler  Power  Company 
Nevada  Power  Company 
Pacific  Legal  Foundation 
Public  Lands  Institute 
Public  Lands  Council 

*  Resource  Concepts,  Inc. 
Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company 

White  Pine  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

White  Pine  Power  Project 

Local  and  Regional  Newspapers 

Other  Interested  Individuals  &   Organizations 

ELECTED  REPRESENTATIVES 

State 

*  Governor  Richard  Bryan 
Assemblyman  Virgil   Getto 
Senator  Richard  Blakemore 

Federal 

Representative  Barbara  Vucanovich 
Senator  Chic  Hecht 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt 


A  written  response  was  received  and  is  published  in  the  following  section. 
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5  -  CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 

CONSISTENCY   WITH  OTHER  PLANS 

Federal  Agencies 

The  Proposed  Action  does  not  conflict  with  any  known  plan  of  any  Federal 
agency. 

State  Agencies 

The  Proposed  Action  does  not  conflict  with  any  known  state  plans.  The 
Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks  supports  wilderness  designation  as  being 
consistent  with  their  Statewide  Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan. 

County  Governments 

White  Pine,  Lincoln,  and  Nye  Counties  have  adopted  Policy  Plans  for  Public 
Lands.  These  plans  generally  encourage  and  stress  multiple  use  of  the 
public  lands  but  regard  wilderness  designation  as  a  single  use  which  does 
not  allow  for  the  multiple  use  type  of  management  which  they  would  prefer. 

All  three  county  plans  encourage  agricultural  development  and  request  that 
the  Federal  Government  preserve  and  promote  agricultural  pursuits.  This  is 
generally  compatible  with  wilderness  designation.  The  Lincoln  County  Plan, 
however,  states  that,  "Range  improvement  projects  should  be  developed  to 
improve  grazing."  Wilderness  designation  could  put  some  restrictions  on  the 
type  and  manner  of  construction  of  range  developments  within  designated 
wilderness.  There  may  be  some  range  improvements  in  Lincoln  County  which 
would  be  foregone  because  of  wilderness  designation.  While  this  will 
technically  conflict  with  the  Lincoln  County  Plan,  range  developments  can  be 
implemented  in  the  majority  of  the  county,  and  depending  on  the  specific 
project,  may  be  implemented  within  the  wilderness  areas  as  well. 

All  three  county  plans  encourage  the  promotion  and  expansion  of  mining 
exploration  and  development.  This  is  a  potential  conflict  with  wilderness 
designation  in  that  mineral  development  would  be  confined  to  areas  with 
valid  and  existing  rights.  In  addition,  new  mining  claims  would  not  be 
allowed. 

All  three  county  plans  state  that  wilderness  should  only  be  designated  where 
its  values  would  outweigh  other  resource  values  and  uses  which  would  be 
foregone.  The  Lincoln  County  Plan  further  states  that,  "It  is  generally 
felt  that  there  are  no  areas  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  in  Lincoln 
County."  Wilderness  designation  would  be  inconsistent  with  this  section  of 
the  Lincoln  County  Plan. 

Wilderness  designation  would  be  in  compliance  with  the  majority  of  policy 
statements  for  federal  lands  of  the  three  counties.  All  of  the  counties 
expressed  interest  in  introducing  bighorn  sheep  and  elk.  Some  of  the 
counties  specify  existing  WSA's  as  suitable  habitat  for  these 
introductions.  This  would  be  allowed  within  designated  wilderness. 
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All  three  county  plans  recognize  that  outdoor  recreation  opportunities  play 
an  important  part  in  the  lifestyles  and  economy  in  the  county; 
backcountry-type  dispersed  and  unstructured  recreational  activities  are  to 
be  provided  and  encouraged.  This  is  also  compatible  with  wilderness 
designation. 

Native  Americans 

Representatives  of  Native  American  groups  in  Ely,  Duckwater,  and  Elko  have 
been  invited  to  comment  and  to  attend  public  wilderness  meetings  throughout 
the  review  process.  The  Bureau  knows  of  no  conflicts  between  wilderness 
designation  and  Native  American  traditional  or  religious  uses  of  the  land. 
The  Western  Shoshone  People  claim  their  aboriginal  title  to  the  land,  which 
includes  much  of  the  Egan  Resource  Area,   has  never  been  extinguished. 

COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 

All  of  the  letters  and  oral  testimony  on  the  Egan  Draft  RMP/EIS  and  the 
Wilderness  Technical  Report  were  reviewed.  Since  wilderness  was  only  one  of 
the  issues  discussed  in  the  RMP/EIS,  many  of  the  letters  in  this  document 
have  comments  relating  to  the  grazing  and  realty  sections  in  the  RMP/EIS. 
These  nonwilderness-type  comments  are  not  responded  to  in  this  document,  and 
only  those  letters  specifically  addressing  wilderness  have  been  reprinted. 
The  Proposed  Egan  RMP  and  Final  EIS  contains  all  of  the  letters  received  and 
all   the  issues  have  had  responses  prepared. 

A  total  of  74  letters  were  received  from  the  public  on  the  draft  RMP/EIS. 
Most  of  these  (69  letters)  mentioned  wilderness,  and  these  are  printed 
here.  The  letters  and  testimonies  printed  in  the  next  section  are  grouped 
as  follows:  federal  agencies,  state/local  agencies,  organizations/companies, 
and  individuals.  The  numbers  in  the  left  margins  adjacent  to  each  issue 
addressed  refer  to  numbered  responses  following  each  document.  Each  letter 
and  testimony  was  addressed  individually  in  this  manner.  Comments  from  the 
Nevada  State  Clearinghouse  were  counted  as  one  letter  although  they  were 
composed  of  individual   agency  comments. 

There  were  21  oral  testimonies  given  and  these  are  grouped  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  letters.  Table  8  contains  a  list  of  all  the  commentors  by 
number  and  corresponding  name. 
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5  -  CONSULTATION   AND  COORDINATION 


TABLE   8 
INDEX   OF  PUBLIC  COMMENT 


Comment  No.   Commentor 

LETTERS 

Federal  Agencies 


] 

2 
3 

4 
5 
6 

7 


USDI  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

USDI  Bureau  of  Mines 

USDI  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

USDI  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

USDI  National  Park  Service 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

USDA  Forest  Service 


State/Local  Agencies 


8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 


Governor  Bryan 

Nevada  State  Clearinghouse 

White  Pine  County  Commissioners 

Regional  Planning  Commission 

City  of  Ely 

Lund  Town  Council 


Organizations/Companies 


14 

15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 


Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
Conservation  Call 
Defenders  of  Wildlife 

Eastern  Nevada  Trappers  and  Furtakers  Association 
Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California 
Lahonton  Audobon  Society,  Inc. 
Mineralogical  Research  Company 
Nevada  Mining  Association 
Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association 
Resource  Concepts  Inc. 
Nevada  Wilderness  Association 
Sierra  Club 
White  Pine  Sportsmen 
The  Wilderness  Society 
Gold  Prospectors  Association  of  America/ 
Reno  Prospectors  Supply,  Inc. 
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Individuals 

29 

Rudy  Adams 

30 

Brent  Boyer 

31 

M.  P.  Boy sen 

32 

Steven  Carter 

33 

Marguerite  Christoph 

34 

Cheri  Cinkoske 

35 

Paul  C.  Clifford 

36 

Harold  L.  Dittmer 

37 

Ward  T.  Donley 

38 

Craig  C.  Downer 

39 

Gregory  P.  Ebner 

40 

Ken  Goldsmith 

41 

Doug  Hansen 

42 

B.  W.  Hendrix 

43 

Maxine  and  Emil  Hrubik 

44 

Joanna  G.  Ihnatowicz 

45 

Barbara  Kelley 

46 

Ann  Rosemary  Kersten 

47 

Betty  Kersten 

48 

Earl  W,  Kersten 

49 

William  Kersten 

50 

Guy  Q.  King 

51 

Laura  Kersten  King 

52 

Eileen  and  Darwin  Lambert 

53 

Thor  Lane 

54 

Bob  Langsenkamp 

55 

Mrs.  A.  N.  Lundholm 

56 

Glenn  C.  Miller 

57 

Marta  Porter 

58 

Richard  H.  Pough 

59 

Art  C.  Ruggles 

60 

Marjorie  Sill 

61 

Denise  Smith 

62 

Gayle  Smith 

63 

J.  R.  Swanson 

64 

Mary  Jeanne  Terrazas 

65 

Steven  Triaw 

66 

Ethyl  W.  Thorniley 

67 

Jeff  van  Ee 

68 

Terry  Woodin 

69 

Charles  C.  Yoder 
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TESTIMONIES 
Federal  Agencies 

(None) 
State  and  Local  Agencies 

1  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals 

2  Nevada  Division  of  State  Lands 

Organi  zations/Compani  es 

3  Nevada  Mining  Association 

4  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association 

5  Sierra  Club  -  Toiyabe  Chapter 

6  Gold  Prospectors  Association 

Individuals 

7  Ray  Arnold 

8  Elizabeth  Brownsen 

9  Glenn  Buchanan 

10  Gary  Clark 

11  Larry  Dwyer 

12  Jeff  Conrad-Forrest 

13  Bud  Hendrix 

14  David  Hornbeck 

15  Nina  Keeney 

16  Gordon  Lorsung 
1  7  Amy  Mazza 

18  Glenn  Miller 

19  Ross  Smith 

20  Karen  Tanner 

21  Terry  Wood  in 
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COMMENT  LETTERS 


COMMENT  LETTER     1 


COMMENT  LETTER    2 


date.      December    17,    1986 


UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 


■uajccTi   Draft  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statements , 
Ely  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

toi   Kenneth  G.  Walker,  District  Manager 
Attention :   Shaaron  Netherton 

Pursuant  to  your  request  for  review  and  comment  for  the  Draft  Schell 
Wilderness  EIS,  Draft  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan/EIS,  and  the 
Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  we  offer  "No  Comment"  at  this  time. 
We  were  concerned  how  this  would  affect  some  of  the  spiritual  values 
and  cultures  and  have  contacted  and  consulted  the  Ely  Indian  Colony 
Council  Staff  for  their  review.  In  speaking  with  your  Environmental 
Protection  Office,  we  understand  you  are  not  receiving  any  more 
comments  from  the  Tribe  at  this  point,  however,  we  do  request  that 
you  invite  any  response  if  any,  the  Tribe  might  have . 

If  you  have  any  questions  or  concerns,  please  feel  free  to  contact 
James  Vallie  of  our  Realty  Staff  at  telephone  number  (702)  73B-5165. 


1  j.s.  aDvrwMXf  PMwn 


iimcr  :  ■ «?  a  . 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  MINES 

WE  SI  ERN   KIKl.D  OPERA  f  IONS  <;F.N  TER 

EASE    ItiO   1RD  AVENl  E 

SPOKANE,  WASHINGTON   99202 


November  25,    1986 


Memorandum 

To:  Kenneth  G.  Walker,  District  Manager--Ely  District   Office, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,   Ely,  Nevada 

From:  Supervisor--Mineral  s   Involvement  Section,   Branch  of  Engineering 

Studies 

Subject:     Draft  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan/EIS,   Egan  Wilderness  Technical 
Report,  and  Draft  Schell   Wilderness  EIS 

Thank  you   for  seeking  assurance   that  we   have   reviewed  the   subject  documents. 
Our  records  indicate  we  reviewed  the  documents   in  March   1984,   but  inadvertently 
failed   to   relay  our  comment  to  your  office.     The  subject  documents  covered 
mineral   resources  very  well,  and  a  no  comment  response   is  given. 


A- 

D  Arcy  P.   Banister 


M 
O 

O 


COMMENT  LETTER    3 


IN  REPLY 
IIEFER  TO: 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

MID-PACIFIC  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

2800  COTTAGE  WAY 

SACRAMENTO.  CALIFORNIA  95825-1898 


MP-750 
120.1 


To: 


DFC  9  -  1986 


District  Manager,   Bureau  of  Land  Management,   Elv,   Nevada 


From:  Chief,   Division  of  Planning  and  Technical    Services,   Bureau 

of  Reclamation,    Sacramento,   California 

Subject:     Review  of  Egan  Wilderness   Technical    Report,   Ely  District, 
Ely  Resource  Area 

We  have   reviewed  your  Egan  Resource  Area  Wilderness  Technical   Report 

which  discusses  the  criteria  and  quality  standards   for   four  WSAs   within 

the  Ely  District.     At  this   time,   we  do  not  have  any  specific  comments 

regarding  the  technical    aspects  or  the  discussion  of  the  alternatives   in 

this   report. 


-7     V  V„^ 


cc:     Mid-Pacific   Code  420 


COMMENT  LETTER   4 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

GREAT  BASIN  COMPLEX 

4600  Kietzke  Lane,  Bldg.  C 

Reno,  Nevada  89502 

December  19,  1986 


Memorandum 


To: 


From: 


District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

^Nevada 

Complex  Manager,  Reno,  Nevada 


Subject:   Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact 

Statement,  Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  and  Schell  Resource 
Area  Draft  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

We  are  sorry  to  let  you  know  that  because  of  other  commitments  we  cannot  review 
and  provide  comments  on  the  above  subject  document.  We  do,  however,  thank  you 
for  the  opportunity  to  provide  comments  on  these  documents,  and  look  forward  to 
providing  input  on  future  Bureau  of  Land  Management  planning  documents. 


^ 


cc:  Assistant  Regional  Director  (AFWE),  Portland,  Oregon 
Dave  Harmon,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Reno,  Nevada 


COMMENT  LETTER    5 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    5 


O 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


NATIONAL  MARK  SERVICE 

WESTERN!  UBilO.V 

^.ri;m.[>i:\  i:.\T[:    W'l-M  li   IK'S  -•'.' 

SAN   J  HAM   Isl  U   I  Al  IIOItM A  ->4|m 


L7617  (WR-RPE) 
December  1,  1983 


Memorandum 


To: 


# 


(^District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Ely,  Nevada 


From:  <$*      Regional  Director,  Western  Region 

Subject:   Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DES  83/63) 

In  response  to  your  request,  we  have  reviewed  the  subject  document  and  have  the 
following  comments . 


In  Chapter  3,  Affected  Environment,  the  draft  document  to 
cultural  resources.  Therefore,  we  believe  that,  in  order 
requirements  of  NEPA  and  the  National  Historic  Preservati 
menting  regulations,  36  CFR  800,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manag 
State  Historic  Officer  and  develop  a  plan  for  (1)  estiraat 
gical  resources;  (2)  summarizing  known  values  based  on  a 
Archeological  Site  files  as  well  as  the  Bureau  of  Land  Ma 
Archeological  Site  files;  and  (3)  Initiating  archeologica 
studies  in  the  project  area  if  these  have  not  already  bee 
time,  any  future  environmental  documents  prepared  for  thi 
indicate  BLM's  willingness  and  procedures  for  undertaking 
of  all  planned  projects  within  the  area,  including  mainte 
roads,  f encelines  ,  springhead  modifications,  etc.,  as  agr 
Historic  Preservation  Officer. 
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At  present,  we  are  reviewing  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  for  the  White  Pine 
Power  Project  (DES-83/71)which  appears  to  involve  portions  of  the  "gan  Resource 
Area.   Consequently,  we  may  have  additional  cultural  resource  comments  pertinent 
to  the  Egan  Area  in  our  review  response  on  the  White  Pine  statement. 
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Response    Numbe  r    1 

This  comment  letter  is  addressing  the  entire  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan/EIS,  not  just 
the  wilderness  portion.  The  following  response  Co  the  National  Park  Service  letter  was 
published    U   the   Final  RMP/EIS. 

During  the  Issue  Idetitl flcatLon  phase  In  which  the  public  was  requested  to 
submit  their  concerns,  cultural  resources  did  not  surface  as  a  major  problem  Ln 
the  Egan  Resource  Area.  Therefore,  cultural  resources  was  not  considered  a 
critical  Issue  requiring  specific  management  direction  within  the  RMP/EIS. 
However,  cultural  resources  Is  considered  an  Important  program  and  Is  still 
operating  under  normal  administrative  procedures  as  outlined  In  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA),  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  and  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966. 
Chapter  3,  the  affected  environment,  has  been  expanded  in  this  document  to 
include    more    cultural   information. 

BLM's  ■'willingness  and  procedures  for  undertaking  site  specific  surveys  of  all 
planned  projects  within  the  area"  has  been  addressed  under  Standard  Operating 
Procedures  Number  4  In  Chapter  2  of  this  document.  A  cultural  resources 
section  has  been  added  to  the  affected  environment  chapter  and  Impacts  chapter 
in   this  document. 

In   this   document,    the    Final    Egan  Wilderness   EIS ,    cultural    resources   were   considered 
in  Chapter   1,   discussed   and  dropped   as   an   Issue    from    further   evaluation. 
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UNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

REGION  IX 

21  5  Fremont  Street 

San  Francisco,  Ca.  94105 


m  I9 1983 


Merrill  L.  DeSpain 
District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  NV   89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has  reviewed 
the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  titled  EGAN 
RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  PLAN.   We  have  the  enclosed  comments 
regarding  this  DEIS. 

We  have  classified  this  DEIS  as  Category  LO-2  (lack  of 
objections  -  more  information  needed).   The  classification 
and  date  of  EPA's  comments  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  our  public  disclosure 
responsibilities  under  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  this  DEIS.   please 
send  three  copies  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(PEIS)  to  this  office  at  the  same  time  it  is  officially  filed 
with  our  Washington,  D.C.  office.   If  you  have  any  questions, 
please  contact  Loretta  Kahn  Barsamian,  Chief,  EIS  Review 
Section,  at  (415)  974-3188  or  FTS  454-8188. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Charles  W.  Murray,  Jr. 
Assistant  Regional  Administrator 

for  Policy,  Technical V  and 

Resources  Management 


Enclosure    (1) 


Water   Quality   Comments 

The    FEIS    should    provide    a    basis    for    the    statement    on    page    91 
that    impacts    to   ground    and    surface   water   are    not   considered 
significant   and   will    not   be   discussed    further.      The    impacts 
from  grazing    to    surface    water   can    be    significant   due    to 
erosion   and    sedimentation.      Water   quality  and    beneficial    uses 
should    be    protected    through   effective    implementation   of    the 
range   management   practices   presented. 
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Response  Number  1 

The  comment  of  page  91  referred  to  the  entire  RMP,  not  just  the  wilderness  portion. 
This  statement  has  been  stricken  in  the  Proposed  Egan  RHP/Final  E1S,  and  a  new  analysis 
included  in  Chapters  3  and  4.  The  water  quality  issue  was  considered  but  dropped  from 
further  consideration  in  this  document.  Refer  to  the  issues  section  in  Chapter  1  for 
the  rationale. 


Fores! 
Service 


Itltennountain  324-25th    St. 

Region  Ogden,    UT  84401 


DEC  1  5  '983 


Mr.  Merrill  L.  DeSpain 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Ely  District  Ranger 
SR  5  Box  1 
Ely,  NV  89301 


Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 


The  Intennountain  Region  Office  and  the  Humboldt  National  Forest  have 
completed  a  review  of  the  Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environ- 
mental Impact  Statement.   We  wish  to  commend  your  staff  for  the  development  of 
a  quality  document. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  appears  to  provide  a  balanced  approach  Co  resource 
management.   The  management  of  some  area  resources,  however,  require  a  greater 
coordination  by  our  two  agencies  than  is  called  for  in  the  document.   You  may 
want  to  recognize  these  areas  and  provide  specific  direction  for  continued 
coordination  efforts.   The  major  areas  requiring  coordination  are:   Schell 
Creek  Elk  winter  range,  Duckwater  Wildhorse  Management  Unit,  the  Rlordan's 
Hell  wilderness  study  area,  noxious  weed  control,  and  grazing  allotments  used 
in  conjunction  with  National  Forest  lands. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on  your  EIS. 


RICHARD  K.  GRISWOLD 
Director,  Planning  and  Budget 
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Response  Number  1 

Thank    you    for   your   comments.      BLM   will    continue    to   work   closely  with    the   Forest   Service 
In   management   of    the    RLordan'a    Well    Wilderness   Study  Area. 


THE  STATE  OF  NEVADA 

EXECUTIVE  CHAMBER 

Orion  City.   NevaJa      S9710 

.January  9,  1984 


Merrill  L.  DeSpain,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada   89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

Thank,  you  for  providing  the  Draft  Egan  Resource 
Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  our 
comment.   The  Resource  Management  Plan  deals  with  a  variety  of 
issues  and  uses  relating  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  lands 
within  the  resource  area;  however,  at  this  time,  this  comment  is 
specifically  on  the  wilderness  study  areas  considered  in  the 
document . 

You  should  have  already  received  comments  from  various 
state  agencies  represeiting  their  specific  concerns  with  each 
area.   I  hope  you  find  these  informative  and  useful.   Because  the 
various  state  agencies  are  given  different  mandates  and  have 
different   concerns,   their   evaluations   and   comments   may 
understandably  vary. 

I  have  asked  the  various  state  agencies  to  work  with  my 
office  to  develop  a  consensus  position  for  the  wilderness  study 
areas  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   These  agencies  were  the  State 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources, 
Minerals  and  Wildlife.   The  State's  position  is  based  upon 
information  provided  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  the 
State's  knowledge  of  the  resources  and  attributes  of  each  area, 
and  concerns  presented  by  the  general  public. 

Park  Range  {NV-040-143)  -  This  is  a  very  scenic  area 
having   outstanding  primitive  recreation  opportunities   and 
wilderness  qualities.   The  area  is  isolated  and  has  very  few 
resource  conflicts  apparent  at  this  time .   I  concur  with  the 
Preferred  Alternative  which  proposes  the  area  to  be  continued  to 
be  considered  for  wilderness  designation. 
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Riordan's  Well  (NV-040-166)  -  The  wilderness  values  in 
this  area  do  not  seem  to  be  substantial  or  of  special 
significance.   Portions  of  the  area  are  isolated  and  do  have 
scenic  value;  however,  many  roads  extending  into  the  area 
compromise  the  solitude  that  may  be  found.   Mineral  values  are 
noted  within  the  area.   This  ?rea  should  not  be  further 
considered  as  a  potential  wilderness  area. 

South  Egan  Range  (NV-040-168)  -  This  area  does  have 
some  limited  portions  which  can  be  considered  to  have  high 
wilderness  qualities;  however,  the  values  of  these  limited  areas 
are  outweighed  by  the  mineral  potential  and  other  resource  values 
found  throughout  the  range.   Numerous  roads  and  ways  further 
detract  from  the  limited  wilderness  characteristics  present.   I 
concur  with  the  preferred  alternative  which  proposes  the  area  to 
be  not  further  considered  for  wilderness  designation. 

Goshute  Canyon  (NV-040-015)  -  Much  of  the  study  area 
does  have  wilderness  qualities  worthy  of  further  consideration  of 
wilderness  designation.   The  highest  wilderness  qualities  are 
found  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  area  and  within  the  area 
presently  designated  as  a  natural  area.   The  portion  of  the  study 
area  south  of  the  natural  area  contains  high  mineral  values  and 
should  remain  open  to  mineral  exploration  and  development.   I 
support  continued  wilderness  consideration  for  the  area  included 
in,  and  north  of,  the  area  now  designated  as  a  natural  area. 

The  State  appreciates  the  opportunity  to  comment  on 
your  study.  We  urge  you  to  consider  carefully  the  concerns  of 
the  State  and  the  local  units  of  government  in  your  continued 
review. 


RHB/sc 


Response    Number    1 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternatives  from  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Park  Range  and 
the    South    Egan   Range    WSAs    has    been   noted. 

Response   Number   2 

The  wilderness  values  for  the  area  are  documented  In  Chapter  3.  Most  of  the  uni  t, 
Including  Its  large  core  of  mountainous  terrain  Is  untouched  by  man-made  Intrusions.  At 
the  lower  elevations  of  the  suitable  portion,  5  two- track  roads  and  ways  are  present , 
that  are  very  primitive  and  are  well  screened  by  plnyon  and  juniper.  These  are 
cherrystemmed  out  of  the  suitable  area  In  accordance  with  BLM  policy  and  practice,  and 
thus  remain  aval lable  for  use. '  Thel r  presence  does  not  affect  the  naturalness  or 
solitude   of    the   suitable    portLon   of   the  HSA. 

Based  on  geologic  Inference ,  potential  was  estimated  to  be  low  for  accumulation  of 
metallic  mineral  resources,  with  one  exception  In  the  west  where  contact  metamorphlsm 
may  have  occurred  in  about  3,000  acres.  The  37,542  acre  area  recommended  as  suitable 
will  have  an  Intensive  mineral  Inventory  conducted  by  the  USCS/BH  to  determine  the 
area's  mineral   potential. 

Response   Number   3 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  outstanding  opportuni  ties  for  both  recreation  and  solL  tude . 
These  opportunities  dLscussed  in  Chapter  3  are  many  and  diverse  and  are  distributed 
uniformly  throughout  the  WSA.  The  mountains  are  rugged  throughout,  although  the  highest 
elevations  occur  In  the  south.  Goshute  Canyon  In  the  northern  half  offers  great 
recreation  opportunities  and  a  chance  to  penetrate  deeply  Into  the  mountains,  but  so  do 
two  major  canyons  to  the  south,  Currle  Canyon  and  Log  Canyon.  VegetatLon  and  wildlife 
are    very    similar    In    the    type    and    numbers    along    the    entire    length    of    the    range. 

Special  features  enhance  the  outstanding  opportuni tLes  found  within  the  uni  t .  These 
special  features  Lnclude  one  of  the  Ely  District's  largest  regenerating  stands  of 
brlstlecone  pine.  The  trees  occur  in  the  central  high  country  mostly  south  of  Goshute 
Creek  and  along  the  ridge  lines .  Other  special  features  Include  the  highly  decorated 
Coshute   Cave,    archaeological   values,    diverse   wildlife   and   spectacular   scenery. 

The  quality  of  minerals  Information  for  the  area  varies  greatly.  In  the  southern  tip  of 
the  area  near  where  mining  has  occurred  since  the  late  1800's,  the  Information  Is  good, 
and  mineral  potential  appears  to  be  high.  This  zone  of  potential  is  excluded  from  the 
suitable   portion. 

The  northern  half  of  the  WSA  Is  rated  as  having  low  potential  because  of  the  lack  of 
prospects,  claims,  or  evidences  of  mineralization,  and  because  of  the  lack  of  complex 
geology.      It    falls   within   the   suitable    portion. 

Between  the  high  potential  in  the  south  and  the  low  potentLal  In  the  north  Is  an  area 
rated  as  having  moderate  mineral  potential  About  half  of  this  zone  lies  within  the  area 
recommended  suL  table  for  wl lderness  Ln  the  draft  RHP.  The  estimation  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  Is  based  primarily  upon  the  proximity  of  the  area  to  active  mining  In 
the  south  and  the  structural  complexity  of  the  geology.  To  help  substantiate  what  at 
thLs  point  are  mere  su3pl  clons ,  the  BLM,  as  requl  red  by  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act ,  has  arranged  for  the  U.S .  Geological  Survey  and  Bureau  of  Mines  to 
extensively   survey   the   area    to  more   accurately  assess    the  mineral   potential. 
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STATE     OF     NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT    OF    AGRICULTURE 


350  Capi'OL  Hill  Ave 
(MAILING   AODRE53-P.O.    BOX 


mue.   Reno,  nevaoa      B9502 

IHOO     Reno,  nevaoa      69510-1100] 

,7W.     739-0180 


November  30,  1983 


Office  of  Community  Services 
1100  E.  Will iams,  Sui  te  109 
Carson  Ci  ty,  NV  89710 

SAI  jp  8A3OOOI8  -  Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report/Egan  Draft  RMP/EIS 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Draft  Egan  Resource  Manage- 
ment Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  the  Egan  Wilderness  Technical 
Report.   The  Nevada  Department  of  Agriculture  comments  and  recommendations  are 
as  fol lows: 

The  proposed  RHP  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area  is  a  long-term  proposition. 
Over  the  20-year  span  envisioned  in  the  plan,  many  changes  will  occur  In  BLM 
personnel,  Ranch  ownership  and  management,  local  needs,  local  economy,  national 
emphasis  and  priorities,  etc.  It  is  our  recommendation  that  a  Stewardship  Com- 
mittee be  established  to  provide  long  range  objectivity,  direction,  continuity, 
stability,  flexibility,  and  local  acceptance  to  resource  management  in  the  Egan 
Resource  Area. 

Corridors :   Designate  reasonable  width  transportation  and  utility  corridors  along 
existing  rights-of-way.   Require  use  of  these  corridors  for  future  developments 
wherever  feasible.   Livestock  grazing  and  Desert  Land  Entry  should  be  allowed  in 
the  corridors  where  feasible. 

"i  Wi Iderness:   Implement  Alternative  "A"  with  respect  to  wilderness  area  action. 

Livestock  Grazing:   The  three  year  average  use  levels  In  every  management  zone 
within  the  proposed  resource  area   are   well  below  the  preference  levels  indica- 
ting the  concern  of  the  livestock  operator  to  protect  the  range  resource.   Top 
priority  should  be  given  to  range  improvement  to  increase  usable  livestock  forage. 
Monitoring  must  be  of  the  highest  quality  to  guarantee  maximum  efficient  use  of 
available  forage  while  at  the  same  time  ensuring  range  improvement.   AUM's  should 
be  adjusted  regularly  to  reflect  range  conditions.   To  limit  grazing  to  the  three 
year  average  for  an   undetermined  period  of  time  may  not  provide  for  efficient 
forage  use. 
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Review  the  categorization  procedure  described  in  the  document  and  after 
consultation  with  the  livestock  operators,  re-categorize  the  allotments, 
placing  greater  emphasis  on  range  condition,  trend  and  productive  potential 
and  on  the  desires  of  the  livestock  operators. 

Develop  grazing  plans  for  those  allotments  where  extensive  improvements 
and/or  grazing  systems  are  needed  and  practical,  and  where  the  livestock  opera- 
tors are  willing  to  participate. 

Wi  Id  Horses:   Reduce  and  maintain  horse  numbers  to  1971.   Do  not  allow  horses 
to  extend  into  areas  where  they  did  not  exist  prior  to  1971. 

Wi Idl ife:   Wildlife  should  be  maintained  and  protected  wi tho£  adversel  y  affect- 
ing the  livestock  interests. 

Selective  Management  (M-l-C):  It  is  our  experience  that  no  allotment  Is  totally 
uniform  and  so  it  is  a  matter  of  judgement  when  they  are  placed  in  the  different 
M,  I,  and  C  categories.   It  is  recognized  that  there  is  room  for  improvements  on 
every  allotment.   Therefore,  we  recommend  that  placement  of  allotments  in  one  of 
the  categories  should  not  be  inflexible.   Where  the  livestock  operator  objects 
or  wishes  to  have  it  in  a  different  category,  his  reasonable  desire  should  be 
a  I  lowed. 


Sincerel 


'ThomaT? 
Executive    Director 
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NEVADA  BUHEAU  OF  MINES  AND  GEULQQV 

IMACKAYSCHOHL  [)J   MINIS 
UNIVERSITY  OF  NEVAOA*HENO 
RENO.  NEVADA  895&7-«»"HB 
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An   descrl  bed  wltliln  the  preferred  a  I  Lermi  1 1  w   mnnageuu-nl  pi/in,  boundary  of  the 
Gonltute  wJ  Idt-iiif BH  study  nrt-ii  Includes  an  area  with  Inferred  high  n literal 

potential  along  the  south  and  eastern  margins  of  Paris  Canyon.   There  Is 
considerable  claim  staking  activity  here,  and  there  may  be  potential  for  the 
discovery  of  disseminated  gold  deposits  in  this  area.   RockH  outcropping  along 
the  upper  reacheB  of  Paris  Canyon  Include  the  Mlssi asippinn  Chainman  Shale  and 
.loana  Limestone.   This  group  of  rocks  forms  the  host  horizon  for  the  dissemin- 
ated gold  deposit  at  Alligator  Ridge  In  the  southern  Ruby  Range  to  the  weBt. 
Pennayl van ian-Permi an  rocks  on  the  northwest  side  of  Paris  Canyon  contain  one 
of  the  few  coal  deposits  in  the  State  of  Nevada.   Old  workings  on  the  coal 
seam  indicate  that  some  conl  has  been  mined  here . 
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dexunbttc   8,    1983 


MEMORANDUM 


n   Walker,    Office    of    Community    Services  /'}      .j//-* 

cc   M.    Becker,    Staff    Archeolog 1st   \JJ*- 


TO:  John   Walker,    Office    of    Community    Services 

FROM:  Alice 

SUBJECT:  EGAN  DRAFT  RMP/E1S,  SA1  NV//8430D018 


The  Division  participated  with  other  state  agencies  In  commenting  on  the 
BLM'b  proposed  wilderness  designations  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area,   Our 
comment  s  In  general  are  included  with  those  to  be  auhmJ tted  by  the  state 
of  Nevada.   However,  we  would  also  like  to  communicate  our  concern  for 
cultural  resources  In  several  areas. 

First,  there  la  a  need  for  further  Invest! gat  Ion  of  a rcheo logical  si tes 
assoc lated  with  the  prist ine  mountain  meadows  in  the  Park  Range .   A 1  though 
these  sites  will  receive  added  protection  from  wilderness  designation,  we 
feel  they  merit  study  for  a  more  complete  understanding  of  regional  pre- 
history. 

In  regards  to  the  South  Egan  Range,  numerous  archeol ogi cal  sites  have  been 
located.   Because  the  aren  was  not  recommended  Tor  wilderness  designation, 
some  form  of  additional  protection  may  be  necessary  if  development  acceler- 
ates in  the  near  future. 

The  Resource  Management  Plan/EIS  does  not  adequately  describe  cultural  re- 
sources in  the  chapter  on  affected  environment .   In  accordance  with  the 
Rangeland  PMOA  between  the  BLM  and  the  Advisory  Council  dated  January  14, 
1980  reference  must  be  made  of  exist  lng  CIasb  I  and  II  inventory  reports 
Identifying  historic  and  cultural  properties.   This  information  should  be 
included  In  the  final  RHP/EIS. 

If  there  are  any  questions  regarding  these  comments ,  Bl.M  staff  is  encouraged 
to  contact  us. 

AMB/lmw 
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RICHARD    H.   BRYAN 


STATE  OF  NEVADA 


DEPARTMENT  OF  MINERALS 

400  W.  King  Street.  Suite  100 

Chioi  City.  Nevada     89710 

(7021  885-5050 


December  7,  1983 


Mr.  Merrill  L.  OeSpain 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals  appreciates  the  opportunity  to 
review  and  comment  on  the  Draft  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  and  En- 
vironmental Impact  Statement  (SAI  NV  f  84300018).  Our  agency  is  par- 
ticularly interested  in  issues  associated  with  minerals  and  energy 
development,  since  related  decisions  could  have  long  lasting  effects  on 
the  mineral  industry  in  the  State. 

The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals  has  several  concerns  relative  to  the 
Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Of 
primary  concern  is  the  proposal  to  close  several  sections  of  land  in  which 
there  currently  is  or  has  been  mining  or  exploration  activity.  Many  of 
these  areas  also  have  favorable  potential  for  geothermal  development  and 
include  sections  of  lands  currently  under  oil  and  gas  leases.   The  depart- 
ment is  also  concerned  about  the  designated  mineral  potential  as  stated 
in  the  draft  document.  We  feel  that  the  rating  system  to  evaluate  mineral 
potential  is  inaccurate  and  biased  since  a  high  rating  only  recognizes 
past  mineral  activities.  We  believe  that  an   area's  true  mineral  potential 
can  never  be  fully  known  until  actual  mining  and  exploration  occurs.   In 
many  cases ,  major  mineral  deposits  are  overlooked  or  ignored  until  new 
technological  breakthroughs  or  shifts  in  industrial  needs  suddenly  trans- 
form an  area  which  seems  to  have  little  or  no  mineral  potential  into  a 
prime  exploration  target. 

The  Department  recommends  that  wilderness  study  areas  should  only  be 
considered  if  an  area  has  no  mineral  resource  potential;  that  is,  areas 
with  sufficient  geologic  data  to  indicate  the  lack  of  favorable  host  rocks 
or  mineral  resources  given  today's  mining  technology  and,  of  course, 
present  and  predicted  economic  conditions. 
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Furthermore,  the  department  feels  that  If  any  area  with  favorable 
mineral  potential  is  to  be  recommended  for  wilderness,  it  should  only 
be  because:   l)  There  are  no  alternate  sites  with  no  mineral  potential, 
or  2)  An  intensive  U.  S.  Geologic  Survey  or  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Mines  study 
has  been  conducted  at  a  sufficient  level  of  detail  to  reclassify  the 
area  as  having  no  resource  potential. 

Generally,  the  department  founJ  the  draft  document  to  be  well  written 
and  easy  to  understand.   Your  staff  should  be  complimented  on  these  efforts 
concerning  both  data  collection  and  compilation. 

For  clarification  purposes,  please  find  listed  below  our  specific 
comments  on  each  of  the  four  Wilderness  Study  Areas  Identified  1n  the 
Egan  Resource  Area. 

Park  Range-The  moderate  geothermal  potential  on  both  the  western  and  eastern 
edge  of  the  WSA  along  with  the  possibilities  of  favorable  metallic  mineral 
resources  presents  resource  conflicts  that  the  department  feels  outweighs 
the  wilderness  value  In  the  area.   Therefore,  the  department  recommends  that 
the  entire  area  not  be  considered  for  wilderness  since  all  alternatives, 
except  no  wilderness,  would  have  a  significant  adverse  Impact  on  mineral 
and  energy  development  1n  the  area. 

Riordan's  Wells-The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals  recommends  that  the 
entire  area  not  be  considered  for  wilderness  due  to  the  numerous  oil  and 
gas  leases  1n  the  area  along  with  moderate  mineral  potential  1n  the  southern 
half  of  the  WSA.   The  numerous  mining  claims  1n  the  central  sections  of  the 
USA  indicates  that  favorable  mineral  potential  may  occur  1n  areas  not  desig- 
nated in  the  draft  document.   The  Troy  mining  district,  which  Is  located 
southeast  of  the  WSA  was  very  active  during  past  years  with  recorded  pro- 
duction of  gold  valued  at  approximately  1  million  dollars.  The  Terrell 
Mine,  which  produced  tungsten,  is  located  Just  outside  the  southern  edge 
of  the  WSA.   The  department  feels  that  oil  alternatives,  except  no  wilderness, 
would  have  a  significant  adverse  impact  on  mineral  and  energy  development 
in  the  area. 

South  Egan  Range- The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals  supports  the  preferred 
alternative  for  this  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

Goshute  Canyon-The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals  strongly  recommends  that 
the  entire  area  not  be  considered  for  wilderness  due  primarily  to  excellent 
mineral  potential  and  consequent  resource  conflicts  which  exist  1n  the  area. 
The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  Is  very  close  to  the  historic  mining  town  of  Cherry 
Creek.   The  Cherry  Creek  mining  district,  which  recorded  millions  of  dollars 
1n  production,  extends  into  the  WSA.  Minerals  produced  1n  the  Cherry  Creek 
mining  district  Include  gold,  silver,  lead,  copper  and  tungsten.  Nevada's 
only  known  coal  deposits  are  located  In  Paris  Canyon  on  the  western  edge 
of  the  WSA.  The  coal  deposits,  only  a  few  feet  thick  In  many  areas,  have 
been  of  Interest  to  the  mineral  Industry  for  many  years. 
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Goshute  Canon  (cont. )-Pa1eozoic  sedimentary  rocks  cropping  out  in  the 
crnter  of  Lhe  WSA  are  the  same  formation  type  as  the  host  rock  which  is 
currently  being  mined  for  gold  and  silver  at  the  Alligator  Ridge  Mine. 
The  Jasperold  rocks  located  in  the  center  of  the  WSA  are  of  extreme 
Interest  to  the  mineral  industry  since  Jasperoids  are  a  target  material 
for  Carl1n-type  gold  deposits.   The  department  feels  that  all  alternatives, 
except  no  wilderness  and  wilderness  de-emphasis,  would  have  a  significant 
adverse  Impact  on  mineral  and  energy  development  In  the  area. 

As  a  closing  statement,  the  Department  of  Minerals  does  value 
preserving  some  public  lands  for  future  generations  and  scientific  study, 
as  long  as  the  mineral  industry,  which  1s  so  essential  to  our  national 
defense  and  the  State's  progressive  economy,  can  remain  healthy  and  be 
provided  the  opportunity  to  pursue  new  mineral  resources. 

Sincerely, 


?</-^M 


Paul (lverson 
Deputy  D1 rector 


Pl/kc 


f.dward  F.  Spang,  State  Director 

Linda  Ryan,  Office  o f  Community  Services, 


State  Clearinghouse  Program 


Division  of  SJcir  Lamb 

Swe  Land  Office 

Sill*  Land  Uk  PUnnmi  Agency 

(700)  UJ-416J 


Adihfis  Rtp/f  la 

Divruon  of  State  Landi 

201  S.  Fill  Slim 

Capitol  Complex 
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STATE  OF  NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION  AND  NATURAL  RESOURCES 

Division  of  State  Lands 

December  15.  1983 


Merrill  L.  DeSpain 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Star  Route  5,  Box  1 

Ely,  Nevada     89301 


SUBJECT: 


Comments  on  Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 


Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

After  reviewing  the  Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  attending  all  the  public  hearings  held  regarding  the  plan  and 
EIS,  we  would  like  to  offer  the  following  comments: 

1.  The    three   year    average   licensed  use   of  123,461    AUM's  for   livestock  grazing 

levels  is  considerably  lower  than  216,348  AUM  active  grazing  preference  for  the 
entire  area.  It  is  generally  agreed  that  since  the  three  year  average  licensed 
use  represents  actual  livestock  use  in  the  area,  little  adverse  impact  would  be 
noted  for  most  of  the  livestock  operators  in  the  area.  Our  concern  is  with  the 
livestock  operators  whose  three  year  average  use  is  lower  than  a  reasonable 
stocking  rate  for  their  allotment.  These  reduced  numbers  may  have  occurred 
for  a  variety  of  reasons,  some  not  related  to  forage  conditions.  We  would 
recommend  that  the  three  year  licensed  use  be  used  as  a  general  guide  in 
establishing  stocking  rates  on  which  monitoring  will  be  based.  For  those  livestock 
operators  who  have  been  running  less  livestock  in  the  past  three  years  for  reasons 
unrelated  to  forage  availability,  we  suggest  that  BLM  work  with  this  limited 
number  of  operators  to  establish  a  stocking  rate  which  would  be  more  equitable. 
This  would  avoid  unfairly  penalizing  a  few  operators  who  happened  to  have  had 
herd  levels  less  than  what  they  reasonably  could  have  had  during  the  past  three 
years.  We  recognize  that  a  proper  monitoring  program  should  allow  for  upward 
adjustments  for  these  operators;  however,  these  adjustments  under  the  process 
proposed,  will  not  be  implemented  until  after  monitoring  is  well  underway.  This 
will  still  unfairly  penalize  some  of  the  operators  who  have  reduced  herd  levels. 

The  actual  implementation  of  fair  stocking  rates  to  be  used  as  a  basis 
for  monitoring  could  be  established  through  a  coordinated  resource  management 
planning  process,  if  all  participants  are  agreeable  to  using  the  process. 
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Wc  'junction  how  n  rtl^niflctint  Ificrensfi  In  wltrl  hormis  (|»«g«  HU  under  the  preferred 

alternative)  will  be  a  beneficial  Impact.  Wild  Mors*;  numbers  are  far  too  high 
In  many  areas  of  the  state,  Including  the  Rgun  Resource  Area,  and  considerable 
effort  and  money  la  being  expended  In  trying  to  reduce  these  already  high  wild 
horse  populations.  A  proposal  to  reduce  wild  horse  levels,  perhaps  to  1971 
levels,  should  be  proposed  in  the  preferred  alternative,  Instead  of  retaining  the 
unreasonably  high  population  levels  now   found  in  the  area. 

The  Plan  and  EIS  fail  to  address  the  possible  Impacts  that  may  occur  If  the 
White  Pine  Power  Project  Is  Implemented.  The  preferred  site  for  the  power 
plant  is  In  Steptoe  Valley  north  of  Ely.  If  this  plant  is  constructed,  it  will  have 
Impacts  on  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA,  land  disposal  proposals,  potential  Irrigated 
agricultural  land  entries  In  Steptoe  Valley,  loss  of  AUM's  for  livestock,  wild 
horses,  and  wildlife,  recreation  and  utility  corridors.  We  suggest  that  these 
potential  impacts  be  addressed  in   the  plan  and  EIS. 

For  wilderness  study  areas  included  in  the  planning  area,  we  offer  the  following 
evaluations  and  recommendations! 

A.  Park  Range  (NV-040-143)  -  We  concur  with  the  preferred  alternative  which 
proposes  the  Park  Range  be  further  considered  as  a  potential  wilderness 
area.  The  WSA  is  a  very  natural  area  which  has  excellent  wilderness 
values.  These  values,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  few  resource  conflicts 
are  evident  and  the  area  appears  to  be  manageable  as  a  wilderness,  make 
this  area   worthy  of  further  wilderness  consideration. 

B.  Riot-dan's  Wei!  (NV-040-166)  -  The  area  should  be  dropped  from  further 
consideration  as  a  wilderness  area.  Some  portions  of  the  area  have 
potential  mineral  resource  conflicts  and  other  portions  are  adversely 
impacted  by  many  ways  and  cherrystem  roads.  The  area,  also,  lacks 
significant  wilderness  qualities  and  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive 
recreation  experiences. 

C.  South  Egan  Range  (NV-040-168)  -  The  area  should  not  be  further  considered 
for  wilderness  designation.  Portions  of  the  area  do  contain  outstanding 
wilderness  characteristics;  however,  much  of  the  area  Is  adversely  affected 
by  the  Intrusions  of  man  through  cherrystem  roads  and  numerous  ways 
which  nearly  divide  the  area  Into  many  small  segments.  Resource  conflicts, 
primarily  mineral  potential,  are  significant  throughout  the  study  area. 
The  many  multiple  use  benefits  that  can  be  realized  from  the  area 
outweigh   ita  potential  as  a   wilderness  area. 

D.  Goshute  Canyon  (NV-040-015)  -  The  area  contains  high  wilderness  values 
and  unique  features  which  seem  to  qualify  some  of  the  area  for  further 
wilderness  consideration.  The  best  areas  for  wilderness  are  located  in 
the  northerly  portion  of  the  WSA.  We  support  continued  consideration 
for  wilderness  for  the  area  north  of  the  southerly  boundary  of  the 
designated  natural  area.  The  portion  of  the  WSA  south  of  this  line 
contains  high  mineral  values  and  should  remain  open  to  mineral  exploration 
and  development.  We  are  concerned,  however,  that  the  proposed  power 
plant,  with  Its  preferred  site  close  to  the  WSA,  could  adversely  affect 
the  wilderness  values,  and  vice-versa,  the  proximity  of  the  WSA  could 
adversely   Influence  the  power  plant  proposal. 


Merrill    DeSpnln 
December   15,   1983 
Page   3 

5.  On   a  small    matter   that  appears   to  be  an  oversight,   we  note  on  the  preferred 

alternative  map  (no  page  or  map  number)  that  a  proposed  utility  corridor  s 
shown  extending  northeast  from  Currant  to  the  National  Forest  boundary,  mis 
corridor  does  not  seem  to  exit  the  National  Forest  as  It  should.  We  suggest 
that    the    map  be   corrected    to   show   the  corridor  east    of  the   National   Forest. 

6  The    DEO   for   the   White   Pine   Power   Project  Indicates  that  approximately  2250 

seres  of  public  land  would  go  out  of  public  ownership  if  the  plant  to  constructed, 
irrespective  of  the  site.  On  page  100,  Table  4-1  should  be  amended  to  reflect 
this  possibility  under  all  the  alternatives  presented. 

7.  Under    Alternative    D.    on    Table    4-1    (page    100)    7,855    acres ^  are    Indicated    for 

possible  disposal  for  "Grass  Seeding  (Dryland)/  a  figure  considerably  higher  than 
that  which  la  proposed  for  any  of  the  other  alternatives.  Discussion  of  this 
ty£e  of  disposal  was  not  found  in  the  EIS.  We  suggest  that  this  type  of  dtopoul 
be  more  fully  explained.  Included  In  the  discussion  should  be  «  «ptaMtlon  of 
why  7,855  acres  to  appropriate  for  this  alternative  end  only  712  or  913  acres 
are  considered  for  disposal  for  this  class  in  the  other  alternatives. 

We   thank   you   for   the   opportunity   to  participate   in   the  planning   for  the  Egan 
Resource  Area  and  hope  our  comments  and  suggestions  are  useful  to  you. 

Sincerely, 


Pamela  B.  Wilcox 
Administrator 

PBWiJMDite 
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STATE    OF    NEVADA 

DEPARTMENT   OF   WILDLIFE 

1 100  Valley  Road 

P.O.  Box   10678 

Reno.   Nevada     89520-0022 

17021    789-0500 

December    13,     1983 


Ms.    Linda  Ryan,    Director 
Office  of  Community  Services 
1100   East  William,    Suite   109 
Carson  City,   NV     89710 

Dear  Linda: 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  and  provide  comments  on  the 
Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report  which  was  prepared  by  the  Ely  District 
of  Che  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (SAI  NVf 8430001 8) .   Our  agency  provided 
some  input  direccly  to  the  BLM  on  those  issues  in  the  form  of  a 
completed  questionnaire  in  1980.  Our  comments  relative  to  the  specific 
areas  in  question  are  as  follows: 

Park  Range  -  We  support  the  designation  o£  the  Park  Range  as  a 
wilderness  area  as  a  means  of  protecting  existing  resource  values. 
This  remote  tract  of  land  has  few  inroads  and  is  important 
transitional  and  wintering  habitat  far  mule  deer. 

Riordan's  Well  -  Our  agency  supported  wilderness  consideration  for 
this  area  in  1980  with  mention  that  numerous  roadways  were  present 
in  the  canyon  bottoms  and  along  the  alluvial  fans.   We  continue  to 
support  wilderness  for  much  of  the  area  as  a  protective  measure  for 
the  natural  resources  but  believe  that  existing  access  roads  should 
continue  to  be  maintained.   Hunter  access  to  the  canyon  areas  is 
important  because  of  the  use  of  the  area  as  a  deer  winter  range. 

South  Egan  Range  -  We  did  not  support  wilderness  consideration  for 
this  area  since  lc  appears  to  lack  significant  natural  features. 
Numerous  roads  also  proliferate  the  area. 

Coshute  Canyon  -  Ue  d  id  not  believe  that  this  area  provided 
significant  wilderness  characteristics  because  of  past  development 
projects  within  and  adjacent  to  the  area.   The  naturalness  and 
associated  opportunities  for  solitude  appear  to  be  limited. 

I  hope  the  above  comments  will  be  of  value  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  in  making  a  final  determination  as  to  the  wilderness  values 
within  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   If  you  have  any  questions  on  the  above 
or  feel  a  need  for  further  input  at  this  time,  please  advise. 

Sincerely, 


RPM:cb 

cc:   Region  II 


Jim  Wenner 
'■Acting  Director 


RICHARD  BRYAN 
(KatHWtXX8Tl 
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In  Reply  Refer  to 


October  21,  1983 


Merril  L.  DeSpain 
District  Manager 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada    89301 


Dear  Merrill , 

We  have  reviewed  the  Egan  Draft  of  the  Resource  Management 

and  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement . 

We  feel  that  a  modified  version  of  the  Bureau's  Preferred 
Alternative  would  be  beneficial  to  the  recreational  inter- 
ests of  the  State  of  Nevada. 

We  suggest  that  the  South  Egan  Range  not  be  dropped  from 
Wilderness  Designation.   Instead  we  feel  that  a  compromise 
can  be  made  by  modifying  the  acreage  to  eliminate  part  of 
the  conflicts,  while  protecting  the  most  significant  nat- 
ural, geological,  and  biological  aspects  within  the  South 
Egan  Range. 

If  the  South  Egan  Range  can  not  be  included  in  the  Pre- 
ferred Alternative,  we  would  support  Alternative  B. 

I  would  be  happy  to  meet  with  you  to  discuss  our  concerns 
an*l  reccmnend.T  t  ioi**. 

Sincerely , 


John  Richardson 
Administrate 


r.j  the  Departmfnl  <■/  Cimwrvtaion  •nut  X'titmit  Ki*.w*»r»'iar 

ti.ii.mti  D.  H  i'Mi-rynnt.  Director 
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Response  Number   1 

Your  preference    for   the  No  Wilderness  Alternative   has    been  noted. 

Response  Number   2 

Thank  you   for  your  Information  on   the  Goshute   Canyon  WSA. 

Response  Number   3 

A  study  of  several  archaeological  sites  associated  with  the  Park  Range  WSA  meadows  is 
currently  underway. 

Response  Number  4 

In  the  case  of  any  development  which  may  affect  archaeological  sites  In  the  South  Egan 
Range  WSA,  Impacts  would  be  analyzed  and  mitigated  as  outlined  under  the  Standard 
Operating  Procedures  tn  the  Egan  RMP.  Refer  to  Chapter  1,  Impact  topic  6  under  issues 
identified   but  dropped,    in   this   document. 

Response  Number  5 

The  definition  for  high  mineral  potential  used  by  the  Great  Basin  GEM  Joint  Venture,  an 
independent  group  contracted  by  the  BLM  to  rate  potentials  in  Nevada  WSA's,  reads  as 
follows: 

The  geologic  environment,  the  Inferred  geologic  processes,  the  reported  mineral 
occurrences,  and  the  known  mines  or  deposits  indicate  high  favorability  for 
accumulation  of  mineral   resources. 

This  definition  allows  for  a  high  rating  in  previously  unmined  areas.  The  findings  of 
the  GEM  Joint  Venture  were  accepted  by  the  BLM  largely  without  change,  so  that  the  above 
definition  of  high  potential  supercedes  the  one  listed  in  the  Egan  Wilderness  Technical 
Report.  All  areas  found  by  the  GEM  Joint  Venture  to  have  high  mineral  potential  are 
shown  on  maps  and   reported  in  the  text  of  this  document. 

Response  Number  6 

Although  nonimpairing  geochemical  and  geophysical  studies  can  be  conducted  to  assess 
mineral  potentials,  1n  order  to  determine  that  an  area  has  no  mineral  resource 
potential,  its  naturalness  and  other  values  would  have  to  be  adversely  affected  by 
extensive  exploration.  To  do  so  in  the  search  for  suitable  wilderness  areas  could 
paradoxically  destroy  the  resource  that  is  being  considered  for  protection.  This,  of 
course,  would  thwart  the  original  interest  of  Congress  when  it  established  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Furthermore,  the  Congress  did  not  indicate  any  intent 
to  prohibit  designation  of  areas  with  mineral  potential.  Instead,  it  mandated  an 
extensive  mineral  survey  for  all  areas  prior  to  designation  so  that  a  reasoned  and 
knowledgeable  balancing  of  values  could  be  conducted.  Where  it  appears  that  wilderness 
values  outweigh  mineral  (and  other  competing  resources)  values  based  upon  the  best 
available  information,  then  wildernes:  designation  is  indicated.  Ho  single  resource 
will   always  have  priority  in  these  management   recommendations. 

Response  Number  7 

The    GEM    inventory    identified    the    entire    Park    Range    WSA    as    having    low    potential  for 

metallic    minerals.      Moderate    geothennal    potential    was    identified,    but    because    of  the 

numerous  other  areas  with  better  potential  located  outside  of  the  WSA,  development  was 
not  considered  likely. 


Response   Number  B 

The  presence  of  oil  and  gas  leases  does  not  Indicate  potential  for  these  resources.  The 
GEH  inventory  identified  the  entire  WSA  as  having  low  potential  for  energy  and 
minerals.  A  more  complete  survey  will  be  undertaken  by  the  USGS/BM  to  identify 
potential   mineral    resources. 

Response   Number   9 

Your   support    for   the   Preferred  Alternative   has   been  noted. 

Response  Number  10 

The  area  of  high  mineral  potential  In  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA  Is  well  documented 
and  was  not  Included  in  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA.  The  potentLal 
for  the  remainder  of  the  WSA  la  leas  well  known.  The  USGS/BM  will  be  providing  more 
detailed   mineral   information  on   this  area  In   their   final   mineral    report. 

Response   Number   11 

Impacts  resulting  from  the  construction  of  the  White  Pine  Power  Project  (WPPP)  were 
addressed   In   the   EIS   prepared   specifically   for   the   WPPP. 

Response   Number   12 

Your  support  of  the  Preferred  Alternatives  for  the  Park  Range  and  South  Egan  Range  WSAs 
has    been   noted. 

Response  Number  13 

The  wilderness  values  for  the  area  are  documented  in  Chapter  3.  Most  of  the  unit, 
including  its  large  core  of  mountainous  terrain  is  untouched  by  man-made  intrusions.  At 
the  lower  elevations  of  the  suitable  portion,  5  two-track  roads  and  ways  are  present 
that  are  very  primitive  and  are  well  screened  by  plnyon  and  juniper.  These  are 
cherry  stemmed  out  of  the  suitable  area  in  accordance  with  BLM  policy  and  practice,  and 
thus  remain  available  for  use.  Their  presence  does  not  affect  the  naturalness  or 
solitude  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA 

Based  on  geologic  Inference,  potential  was  estimated  to  be  low  for  accumulation  of 
metallic  mineral  rsources,  with  one  exception  In  the  west  where  contact  metamorphlsm  may 
have  occurred  In  about  3,660  acres.  The  37,542  acre  area  recommended  as  suitable  will 
have  an  Intensive  mineral  Inventory  conducted  by  the  USGS/BM  to  determine  the  area's 
mineral   potential. 

Response   Number   14 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  outstanding  opportunities  for  both  recreation  and  solitude. 
These  opportunities  discussed  In  Chapter  3  are  many  and  diverse  and  are  distributed 
uniformly  throughout  the  WSA.  The  mountains  are  rugged  throughout,  although  the  highest 
elevations  occur  In  the  south.  Goshute  Canyon  In  the  northern  half  offers  great 
recreation  opportunities  and  a  chance  to  penetrate  deeply  Into  the  mountains,  but  so  do 
two  major  canyons  to  the  south,  Currle  Canyon  and  Log  Canyon.  Vegetation  and  wildlife 
are   very   similar   In   the    type   and   numbers   along   the  entire   length  of   the    range. 

Special  features  enhance  the  outstanding  opportunities  found  within  the  unit.  These 
special  features  Include  one  of  the  Ely  District's  largest  regenerating  stands  of 
brlstlecone  pine.  The  trees  occur  In  the  central  high  country  mostly  south  of  Goshute 
Creek  and  along  the  rldgellnes.  Other  special  features  Include  the  highly  decorated 
Goshute   Cave,   archaeological   values,    diverse   wildlife   and   spectacular   scenery. 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    9 


COMMENT  LETTER    10 


ro 
a 


The  quality  of  minerals  Information  for  the  area  varies  greatly.  in  the  southern  tip  of 
the  area  near  where  mining  has  occurred  since  the  late  1800's,  the  Information  Is  good, 
and  mineral  potential  appears  to  be  high.  This  zone  of  potential  la  excluded  from  the 
Bui  table   portion. 

The  northern  half  of  the  WSA  Is  rated  as  having  low  potential  because  of  the  lack  of 
prospects,  claims,  or  evidences  of  mineralization,  and  because  of  the  lack  of  complex 
geology.      It    falls   within   the   suitable    portion. 

Between  the  high  potential  In  the  south  and  the  low  potential  In  the  north  Is  an  area 
rated  as  having  moderate  mineral  potential  About  half  of  this  zone  lies  within  the  area 
recommended  suitable  for  wilderness  Iv  the  draft  RMP.  The  estimation  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  Is  based  primarily  upon  the  proximity  of  the  area  to  active  mining  In 
the  south  and  the  structural  complexity  of  the  geology.  To  help  substantiate  what  at 
this  point  are  mere  suspicions,  the  BLM,  as  required  by  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act,  has  arranged  for  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  Bureau  of  Mines  to 
extensLvely   survey   the   area   to  more  accurately   assess    the  mineral   potential. 

Response  Number  15 

The  proximity  of  the  proposed  WPPP  to  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  affect  the 
proposed  project.  Impacts  to  the  WSA,  should  the  WPPP  be  constructed,  have  been 
addressed  in  the  EIS  prepared  specifically   for  the  WPPP. 

Response  number  16 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternatives  for  the  Park  Range,  the  South  Egan  Range, 
and  the  Riordan's  Well   WSA's  has  been  noted. 

Response  number  1  7 

Your  support  of  wilderness  for  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  has  been  noted,  as  well  as  your 
support  for  the  preferred  alternative  for  the  other  WSA's. 


Brent  Eldndea.  Chairmen 

J,  Kendell  Jones.  MO.,  Vice  Chat 

Archie  Robison.  Member 

Jaii  Henrtod.  Member 

Wayne  Cameron.  Member 


P0  Boa  10O2 
(702)  2898841 


loarb  of  County  Commissioners 


WHITE  PING  COUNTY 
ELY.  NEVADA  89301 

December  21,  19S 


Mr.  Merrill  Despain,  District  Manaaer 
Ely  District  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr-^ — Erespcrrn: 

Our  Board  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Egan  RMP  and  EIS  and  offers 
the  following  comments. 

We  note  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Eldon  Cotton,  Project  Manager 
for  White  Pine  Power  Project,  dated  November  10,  1983,  which  points 
out  the  potential  impacts  to  that  project  should  various  alternatives 
in  the  RMP  be  chosen.   We  favor  the  preferred  alternative,  but  with 
the  following  reservations: 

1.  That  Mr.  Cottons'  concerns  are  satisfied,  assuring  reasonable 
clearance  for  White  Pine  Power  Project.   Both  the  Egan  and  White 
Pine  Power  Project  DEIS's  should  agree  upon  the  alternatives  for 
utility  corridors  and  construction  sites,  and  should  also  address 
the  impact  of  wilderness  designation  upon  air  quality  in  general 
upon  White  Pine  Power  Project  operation  in  particular. 

2.  That  wilderness  designation  for  Goshute  Creek  area  not  be 
recommended.   Our  Board  has  submitted  a  resolution  previously 
which  opposes  wilderness  designation  anywhere  in  White  Pine  County 
because  of  its  potential  for  adversely  affecting  our  fragile 
economy.   A  Goshute  Creek  wilderness  area  could,  we  fear,  spell 
the  demise  of  White  Pine  Power  Project  at  the  preferred  North 
Steptoe  site.   It  could  also  impact  likewise  any  other  emitting 
industry  which  might  settle  in  Steptoe  Valley,  as  well  as  mining 
and  agriculture. 

Your  approach  to  planning  for  the  Egan  R.  A.  is  appreciated,  and 
we  feel  that  the  monitoring  program  you  propose  for  measuring  the 
effects  of  forage  utilization  is  good.   Except  as  noted  above,  we 
support  your  preferred  alternative. 

We  thank  you  and  your  staff  for  the  presentations  given  us  and 
for  your  other  efforts  to  keep  us  informed. 

Sincerely., 


&J- 


BRENT  ELDRIDGE 
Chairman 


BE/rw 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    10 


COMMENT  LETTER    11 


ro 


Response    Number    1 

Impacts  resulting  from  the  construction  of  the  White  Pine  Power  Project  (WPPP)  are 
addressed  in   the   EIS    prepared   specL  Really   for   the   WPPP. 

Response    Number    2 

The    BLH's   Wilderness   Management   PolLcy  states,    regarding  wilderness   areas,    that: 

"When  activities  on  adjacent  lands  are  proposed,  the  specific  impacts  of  [sic)  those 
activities  upon  the  wilderness  resource  and  upon  public  use  of  the  wilderness  area  will 
be  addressed  in  environmental  assessments  or  environmental  impact  statements,  as 
appropriate.  Mitigation  of  impacts  from  outside  wilderness  will  not  be  so  restrictive 
as   to   preclude   or   seriously  impede   such   activities.      (II.    B.9.)" 

The   same   document   also   states   the   BLM's   position  on   air  quality   in  wilderness   areas: 

"Under  the  Clean  Air  Act  (as  amended,  1977),  BLM-administered  lands  were  given  Class  II 
air  quality  classification,  which  allows  moderate  deterioration  associated  with 
moderate ,  well-controlled  industrial  and  population  growth.  The  BLM  wi 11  manage 
designated  wilderness  areas  as  Class  II  unless  they  are  reclassified  by  the  State  as  a 
result   of   the   procedures    prescribed   in   the   Clean  Air  Act    (as   amended,    1977)." 

According  to  the  .Clean  Air  Act,  air  quality  reclassification  is  the  prerogative  of  the 
States.  The  States  must  follow  a  process  mandated  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of 
1977,  involving  a  study  of  health,  environmental,  economic,  social,  and  energy  effects, 
a    public  hearing,    and   a    report    to   the   Environmental   Protection  Agency.      (III.C.) 

With  these  guidelines,  wilderness  designation  would  not  endanger  the  White  Pine  Power 
Project  Ln  any  way. 


PHONE  289-3261 


Regional   Planning    Commission 

of  White  Pine  County 

CITY  HALL.   ELY.   NEVADA    89301 


P  O.  BOX  622 


December  21 


1983 


Mr.  Merrill  L.  DeSpain 
Ely  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management-. 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 


Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 


RE: 


Egan  Draft  Resource 
Management  Plan  and 
Egan  Wilderness  Technical 
Report 


The  Regional  Planning  Commission  of  White  Pine  County 
has  read  and  discussed  the  above  documents.   A  meeting  of 
the  Regional  Planning  Commission  was  held  December  15,  1983. 
Concerns  were  expressed  by  board  members  on  the  To  1 lowing 
items : 


1.   Seven  members  of  the  eight  who  were  present  felt 
that  wilderness  designation  of  any  kind  in  White 
Pine  County  would  endanger  and  perhaps  eliminate 
the  White  Pine  Power  Project.   These  members 
opposed  wilderness  if  elimination  of  the  Power  Project 
was  the  result. 
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COMMENT  LETTER   1  1 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    1  1 


01 


We  have  ten  members  on  the  RPC  Board .   One  member,  Vice 
Chairman  Joyce  Ha skew,  was  unable  to  attend  but  submitted 
written  comments ,  which  were  read  into  the  minutes  of  the 
meett  ing.   Six  members  voted  to  oppose  any  wilderness 
designations  in  or  near  White  Pine  County;  one  member  favored 
wilderness  use,  however  was  opposed  to  any  designation  which 
would  endanger  the  White  Pine  Power  Project.   The  eighth 
member  abstained  from  comment  for  he  is  employed  by  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management . 

I  persona lly  contacted  Ron  Deale  of  the  Employment   Security 
Department  and  was  informed  that  the  November  unemployment 
rate  is  15-6%  for  White  Pine  County.   In  my  opinion  this 
does  not  represent  a  true  picture  of  unemployment  in  White 
Pine  County.-  There  are  many   discouraged  workers  who  have 
quit  looking  or  who  have  moved  from  the  area.   Any  wilderness 
designation  will  tend  to  limit  potential  economic  development 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  White  Pine  County  Residents. 

Sincerely , 


Nancy  M .  Swallow,  Chairman 
Regional  Planning  Commission 


NMS/jh 


White    Pino    County ,    Board    of    County    Commissioners 
White    Pine   County   District    Attorney 
City    of    Ely 


Response  Number  1 

Wilderness  designation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  affect  the  White  Pine  Power 
Project.  Under  the  Clean  Air  Act  (as  amended,  1977),  BLM-admini stered  lands  were  given 
Class  II  air  quality  classification,  which  allows  moderate  deterioration  associated  with 
moderate,  well -control  led  Industrial  and  population  growth.  The  BLM  will  manage 
designated  wilderness  areas  as  Class  II   unless  they  are  reclassified  by  the  State. 

Response  Number  2 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  necessarily  preclude  exploration  and  development  of  oil 
and  gas  and  minerals.  These  activities  could  continue  in  designated  wilderness  areas  on 
valid  leases  and  claims.  Lands  designated  as  wilderness  are  still  managed  for  multiple 
use.  These  uses  include  wildlife,  recreation,  watershed,  and  range  management.  Current 
range  management  practices  would  not  change  as  a   result  of  wilderness  designation. 

Response  Number  3 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
be  designated  as  wilderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected 
by  wilderness  designation.  This  is  not  considered  to  be  an  excessive  recommendation. 
The  economic  and  social  impacts  which  would  result  from  the  recommendation  have  been 
considered. 


COMMENT  LETTER   12 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    12 


CITY    OF  ELY 


January  9,   1983 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

SR  5  Box  1 

Ely,  Nevada  89301 


re:  Egan  Wilderness  Study 

Gentlemen: 

The  Ely  City  Council  at  its  January  9th  meeting  discussed  the  Egan 

Wilderness  Study  performed  by  your  agency.  The  City  Council  feels 

if  this  designation  will  in  any  way  hurt  the  economy  of  Ely  (ie:  White 

Pine  Power  Project,  oil  and  gas  exploration  etc.)  than  the  City  of  Ely 

cannot  in  any  way  support  this  possible  designation. 

Sincerely 


Spellberg 
City  Clerk 


cc:  Mayor  White 

Ely  City  Council 


Response  Number  I 

Wilderness  designation  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  would  not  affect  the  Whl te  PLne  Power 
Project. 


COMMENT  LETTER    13 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    13 
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December  20,  1983 
Lund  Town  Council 


Dear  Sirs; 

On  the  9th  of  November  1983,  the  Lund  Town  Council  held  a 
community  meeting  at  which  the  proposed  wilderness  area 
classification  of  the  South  Sgan  Range  was  discussed.  Those 
in  attendance  unanimously  expressed  opposition  to  the  preposed 
reclassification  and  encouraged  the  town  council  to  draft  a 
letter  expressing  this  feeling.  This  letter  is  in  response 
to  that  request. 

The  Community  feels  that  the  proposed  change  would  be 
considering  the  desires  and  wishes  of  a  chosen  few,  (many  of 
which  are  not  even  familiar  with  this  area)  while  the  majorities 
viewpoint  is  ignored.  We  therefore,  proposed  that  the  South 
Sgan  Range  remain  "as-ls"  with  no  changes  being  made. 

Sincerely, 

Lund  Town  Council 

&**>  tt^/  ■^fji.  TTiaO*-<^J 


tf£  4u70%»t-{£-CA 


Response    Number    1 

The    Proposed    Action    recommends    that    all    of    the    South   Egan   Range    WSA   Is    nonsuttable    for 
wilderness   designation. 


COMMENT  LETTER  14 


COMMENT  LETTER  14 
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AtlantlcfllchfioldCompany  555  Seventeenth  Street 
Oenver.  Colorado  80202 
Telephone  303  293  7577 

J.  R.  Mitchell 

Manager 

Public  Lands  Coordination 

Government  Relations 

December  20,  1983 


Mr.  Merrill  L.  De  Spain 
Ely  District  Manager 
SR  5  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  39301 

Re:   Draft  Resource  Management  Plan/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Egan  Resource  Area,  Nevada 

Dear  Mr.  De  Spain: 

Please  accept  the  following  comments  on  the  Draft 
Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement   for    the   Egan   Resource  Area    in  Nevada. 

Goshute   Canyon    (NV-040-015) 

We  disagree  with   the  proposed   suitability   for 
wilderness  of    22,225   acres    in    this   area   especially 
10,300   acres    in   the  middle    third  of    this   WSA. 

There   is   high,    not  moderate,    potential    for  precious 
and   base  metals    including   gold,    silver,    and    lead. 
The  Cherry  Creek    Range    is  a   major   mining   district  and 
a   prime   target    for   additional  discoveries.      The 
"limited    number   of  mining   claims"    should    not   be 
construed   as   an    indication  of    low  mineral    interest  or 
potential. 

We  propose  declaring   the   entire  WSA  as   unsuitable    for 
wilderness,    or    at   the   very   least,    moving    the 
wilderness   southern  boundary   north   to    the  Goshute 
Creek   so  areas   of  mineral   and   geothermal   potential 
remain   open   to  exploration   and  development. 

Riordan's   Well    (NV-040-166) 

We   disagree  with   the   proposed   suitability   for 
wilderness   of    the   37,540    acres    in    this   area 
especially   the    1,230   acres   of   moderate  mineral 
potential   on   the  southern   side   of   Heath   Canyon. 

Mining    interest    in   this  area    is   not   slight.      The   Troy 
Mining    District,    including    the   Terrell   Tungsten  Mine, 
is   within  one  mile  of    the  WSA.      Neither    the    tungsten 
mines  or    the   surrounding   areas   have   been   fully 


Mr.    Merrill  L.    De   Spain 
December    20,    1983 
Page   2 


explored,    but    this   does   not    indicate   the    lack   of 
mineral    interest   or   potential.       In   addition,    there 
are   oil   and   gas    leases   and   mining   claims    throughout 
the   proposed   wilderness    area. 

We   propose   declaring    the   entire   WSA  as   unsuitable    for 
wilderness   based   on    its   geologic    favorability    for 
gold,    silver,    zeolites   and   salts   or    at    the   very    least 
moving    the   western   boundary   east   so   as    to   open   up   the 
area   of   moderate   mineral   potential    south   of   Heath 
Canyon    to   multiple   use    that  will   encourage 
exploration   and   development. 

South    Egan    (NV-040-168) 

We  agree  with  the  proposed  unsuitability  of  this 
entire  WSA  based  on  its  energy  and  mineral  potential. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Draft 
Plan  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area. 

Sincerely, 


R-rv\±JLjd5l 


R.    Mitchell 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    14 


COMMENT  LETTER     15 


CO 


Response    Number    1 

The  BLM  has  established  a  set  of  definite  criteria  for  assigning  classes  of  mineral 
potential  to  different  areas.  The  purpose  In  first  defining  these  criteria  Is  to  allow 
for  Judgments  about  potential  that  are  as  scientific  and  nonarbltrary  as  possible. 
However,  a  certain  amount  of  subjectivity— and  therefore  room  for  disagreement-  Is 
unavoidable.  The  Ely  District  recognizes  these  differences,  but  respectfully  declines 
to  adjust  Its  Judgments  solely  on  the  basis  of  a  difference  of  opinion.  All  specific 
comments  regarding  mineral  resource  values  submitted  to  the  Ely  District  over  the  past 
five  years  of  Inventory  and  study  have  been  given  consideration  commensurate  with  their 
specificity   and   accuracy. 

Response  Number   2 

The  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  high  wilderness  values,  but  it  also  has  high  mineral  values 
concentrated  In  the  southern  third  of  the  area.  The  Proposed  Action  excludes  the 
portions   with   the   highest  mineral   potential.. 

Response   Number    3 

The  geologic  environments  which  host  ores  In  nearby  mines  are  not  known  to  occur  within 
the  Mordan's  Well  WSA.  The  presence  of  mining  claims  and  mineral  leases  do  not,  by 
themselves,  signify  the  presence  of  energy  or  mineral  potentials.  A  thorough  mineral 
survey  will  be  conducted  by  the  USGS/BM  for  the  portion  that  has  been  recommended 
suitable    for  designation. 


CONSERVATION     CALL 
3942    Hughes    Court 
San    Diego,    Ca.    92115 

16  November  1983 


Telephone:  WrVJ  583-8486 


Merrill  DeSpain 

District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Scar  Route  5,  Box  1 

Ely,  NV  89803 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

We  urge  Chat  Che  four  WSAs  you  have  studying  in  your  district  be 
established  as  wildernesses. 

Our  information  indicates  that  a  combination  of  the  Preferred 
Alternative  and  the  Wilderness  Emphasis   Alternative   would  make  up 
an  excellent  wilderness  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Area.  Friends,  formerly 
of  San  Diego,  report  this  as  a  hiker/backpacker's  delight  that  should 
total  28,000  acres. 

We  urge  the  establishment  of  a  South  Egan  Range  wilderness.  The 
57,600  acres  as  set  forth  in  Preferred  Alternative  would  surely  make 
a  very  fine  wilderness. 

We  are  glad  to   endorse  the  Park  Range  wilderness  of  46,831  acres. 
As  one  who  hails  from  a  state  (Illinois)  that  once  had  tall  grass 
prairies,  I  am  aparticularly  pleased  that  some  of  Nevada's  grassland 
is  slated  for  preservation. 

We  commend  the  proposed  Riordan's  Well  wilderness,  but  suggest 
that  if  this  is,  as  mentioned,  a  most  important  bird  of  prey  habitat, 
it  should  be  expanded  to  45,791  acres,  with  hopefully,  the  addition 
of  those  400  acres  dropped  because  of  supposed  minerals. 

Finally,  we  strongly  oppose  all  large  acreage  identifications 
shown  in  the  Resource  Management  Plan  as  listed  for  sale  or  any 
other  disposal. 

_Sincerely,  __      t 

Roscoe  A.  Poland.  Director 


AS    WE   SAVE    THE   SATURAL   WORLD,    WE   ALSO   SAVE    OURSELVES 
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COMMENT  LETTER    16 
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Response   Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  ts  noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed   were   sufficient    to  adequately  addreas    the   environmental   Impacts. 

Response  Number   2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660  acre.  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range    In   the   draft   document   Is   noted. 

Response  Number   3 

The  moat  Important  values  In  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  Including  the  scenic  areas,  raptor 
habitat,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  atlll  contained  within  the  Proposed  Action  for  the 
area.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant  Range 
complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn  Range 
RARE    II   areas. 


njcfcnders 


~S        OF  WILDLIFE 


November  28,  1983 


Mr.  Merrill  DeSpain 

Ely  District  Manager 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Star  Route  5,  Box  1 

Ely,  Nevada  89803 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

On  behalf  of  our  Nevada  members,  Defenders  of  Wildlife  submits 
this  letter  as  our  comments  and  recommendations  on  your  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  Resource  Management  Plan 
(EIS/RMP)  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   If  possible,  please 
include  this  letter  in  the  appropriate  hearing  record. 

We  generally  support  and  applaud  BLM's  wilderness  recommendations 
Sf?j     ln  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  three  of  the  four 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  within  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   However, 
we  believe  that  additional  wilderness  protection  is  necessary  and 
appropriate. 

For  example,  we  recommend  that  the  Goshute  Canyon  wilderness' 
proposal  be  increased  to  about  28,600  acres  between  the  Preferred 
Alternative  and  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative.   As  you  know 
this  is  a  magnificent  roadless  area,  with  important  natural 
values,  including  cutthroat  trout,  spotted  bats,  and  bristlecone 
pine.   Expanded  wilderness  protection  would  benefit  these  and 
other  values,  and  is  compatible  with  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area. 

ycCo-,TeSpeCt  t0  Che  Park  Ran8e-  we  commend  BLM  for  the  outstanding 
46,831-acre  wilderness  recommendation.   This  area  contains  pristine 
meadows  and  grasslands,  which  are  rare  elsewhere  and  may  facilitate 
scientific  studies. 

While  we  support  the  37,542-acre  wilderness  proposal  for  Riordan's 
Well,  we  believe  this  should  be  increased  to  the  45,791  acres 
within  the  Wilderness  Alternative,  along  with  another  400  acres 
on  the  west  side  which  were  improperly  omitted  due  to  speculative 
mineral  potential.   This  Wilderness  Study  Area  has  a  number  of 
impressive  primitive  values,  including  ponderosa  pine  forest 
stands  and  raptor  sites. 

We  are  disappointed,  however,  that  BLM  did  not  recommend  any 
wilderness  for  the  South  Egan  Range  within  the  Preferred  Alterna- 
tive.  We  feel  that  the  57,660  acres  in  the  Wilderness  Emphasis 
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Alternative  is  desirable  and  necessary.   This  Wilderness  Study 
Area,  with  its  white  fir  forests,  ancient  bristlecones ,  and 
limestone  cliffs,  possesses  valuable  wildlife  habitats.   Abundant 
populations  of  deer,  raptors,  and  other  species  will  benefit. 
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Second,  qualified  Wilderness  Study  Areas  should  receive  wilderness 
protection  and  not  be  denied  wilderness  status  because  of  specu- 
lative mineral  potential.   Mineral  surveys  should  focus  on  public 
lands  generally,  both  in  and  out  of  Wilderness  Study  Areas,  to 
determine  the  location  of  marketable  reserves,  and  to  compare 
mineral  values  in  and  out  of  Wilderness  Study  Areas.   This  level 
of  precision  and  comparison  is  extremely  important.   If  marketable 
mineral  reserves  are  not  located  or  identified  within  a  Wilderness 
Study  Area,  these  areas  should  not  be  disqualified  for  wilderness 
protection  simply  because  some  degree  of  speculation  on  possible 
future  developments  may  linger  among  some  commercial  interests. 
Of  course,  where  demonstrable  marketable  reserves  do  occur  in 
Wilderness  Study  Areas,  this  requires  a  more  difficult  balancing 
of  competing  values .   In  some  instances ,  the  designation  of 
Areas  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  may  provide  an  acceptable 
compromise.   Thus,  we  recommend  that,  whenever  possible,  mineral 
analyses  occur  in  a  comprehensive  fashion  through  all  or  most  of  a 
Resource  Area . 

Lastly,  we  are  greatly  disappointed  that  both  the  Preferred  Alterna- 
tive and  Alternative  *'C"  propose  the  sale  of  about  80,000  acres  for 
community  expansion,  ranch  annexation,  and  agricultural  programs. 
We  strenuously  oppose  any  such  large-scale  proposals  to  sell  or 
dispose  of  public  lands.   Indeed,  the  White  House,  through  the 
Property  Review  Board  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  have 
reoortedly  discontinued  the  controversial  and  ambitious  "asset 
management  program."   We,  therefore,  urge  you  to  reconsider  and 
reject  these  land  sales  proposals. 

Please  keep  us  informed  on  your  planning  activities  and  management 
actions  affecting  the  above  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 


Thank  you  very  much  for  considering  our  views. 


Sincerely, 

Richard  Spotts        '?* 
California /Nevada  Representative 
Defenders  of  Wildlife 

5604  Rosedaie  Wav 
Sacramento,  CA  95322 
(916)  442-6336 

RS/js 
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COMMENT  LETTER    17 


Response   Number   1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed  were   sufficient   to  adequately  address   the   environmental   impacts. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791  acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  is  noted .  The  most  Important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  including  the 
raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas ,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  still  contained  in  the  Proposed 
Action   for   the   area. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  support  for  the  57,660  acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  la  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions ,  raptor  habl tat ,  and  many  opportunl ties  for  recreation. 
The  area  will  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would   be   managed   In  a  manner   to  preserve    these    special  values. 

Response   Number   4 

Except  in  a  very  few  cases ,  it  Is  Impossl  ble  to  say  absolutely  whether  or  not  minerals 
exist  In  an  area  without  spending  many  millions  of  dollars  and  Impacting  some  of  the 
values  which  are  being  considered  for  protection.  However,  the  confidence  with  which 
assessments  of  potential  are  made  can  and  have  been  ranked,  and  these  rankings  have 
played   a    part    Ln    the    final    recommendations    contained    In    thla    document. 

Resource  area-wide  surveys  are  desl rable  for  conducting  wl lderness  studies,  but  in  the 
case  of  the  Egan  studies  were  Impossible  to  attain  because  of  funding  and  timeframes. 
(They  have  been  available  for  other  studLes,  such  as  those  for  the  Schell  Resource  Area 
in  the  Ely  District.)  There  Is  nonetheless  some  implicit  Judgment  .^bout  the  relative 
abundance  of  outside  opportunities  In  the  selection  of  the  proposed  action  and  in  the 
statements   about   its    impacts   on  energy  and  minerals. 

Response   Number   5 

Unlike  wilderness  areas,  ACEC's  are  not  necessarily  areas  in  which  no  development  can 
occur.  An  ACEC  designation  Is  not  a  mineral  withdrawal ;  wl  thdrawal  authority  is 
retained  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  BLM  did  not  find  that  ACEC  designation 
of   nonsuitable   wilderness   acreage    In   the   Egan  Resource   Area   was   warranted. 


EASTERN  NEVAOA 


EASTERN  NEVADA  TRAPPERS  a  FURTAKERS, 

PO.  BOX  1304  —  McGILL,  NV   99318 


December  22,  1^53 


ASSOC. 


Mr.  Merrill  DeSpain 
Dis trice  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
F.R.  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  NV  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

These  comments  are  in  response  to  the  Egan  Resource  Area  Management  Plan  and 
Environmental  Imoact  Statement.   The  following  cements  represent  the  Eastern 
Nevada  Trappers  and  Purtakers  Associations  response  to  this  document.  Our 
association  is  based  in  White  Pine  County,  Nevada  and  made  up  of  informed,  con- 
cerned, and  active  conservationists,  many  of  which  have  lived  in  the  area  and 
Nevada  most  of  their  lives.  They  know  the  Egan  Resource  Area  and  the  various 
opportunities  it  provides  recreationists  very  well. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  user  group  we  represent  have  historical  Iv  made 
the  most  use  in  the  Egan  proposed  wilderness  areas.  Traditionally  traDpers  have 
always  tried  to  protect  and  preserve  the  wilderness  characteristics  of  our  Nevada 
ranges  along  with  other  state  sportsmen  groups.  Were  it  not  for  these  users 
concern,  many  of  those  areas  considered  suitable  a*  yjer  BLM  evaluations,  mav  not 
have  been  so. 

Our  association  has  determined  that  the  preferred  alternative  is  the  best 
alternative  of  those  presented  in  the  Egan  RMP  Summarv.  We  are  nainly  concerned 
with  any  current  access  routes  being  closed.   Since  this  has  been  taken  into 
account  by  the  BLM  and  existing  roads  into  wilderness  areas  will  continue  to  allow 
access  to  public  uses,  we  suoport  the  orooosed  alternative.  However,  we  support 
prevention  of  future  access  ways  into  these  locations. 

Again  our  support  for  the  proposed  alternative  is  based  on  assurances  that 
hunting  and  trapping  users  have  always  been  compatable  within  these  areas  prior  to 
wilderness  designation,  and  these  activities  will  continue  to  be  allowed  there. 

We  feel  comfortable  with  the  BLM'  s  handling  of  the  livestock  use  in  the  Egan 
Resource  Area.   However,  we  are  concerned  that  the  ^eral  Horse  nonulations  are. 
and  will  continue  to  have,  significant  adverse  impacts  to  the  resource.  These 
animals  should  be  reduced  to  far  lower  numbers,  and  managed  in  such  a  wa*»  as  to 
keep  the  population  down. 
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They  have  the  potential  to  far  more  adversely  effect  the  wilderness  area's  and 
the  resource  area  at  large,  than  most  other  users  which  are  nuch  more  closely 
controlled. 

We  aporeciate  vour  extending  to  us  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this 
EIS.  Me  hope  you'll  consider  our  input,  and  continue  to  keep  the  association 
appraised  on  the  progress  of  your  actions  on  these  matters. 


Sincerely  yours , 


Sncu*  ~7?]aMcJl 


Craig  Marich,  Secretary 

Eastern  Nevada  Trappers  and  Furcakers  Assoc. 

Box  1304 

McGill,  Nevada  89318 


Response  Number  1 


The     BLM 


3LM    Wilderness     Management     Policy    states     that    huntLng,     fishing,     and     trapping    are 
tlble    with    wilderness    and    will    be    allowed,    subject    to   applicable    State   and   Federal 


compa 

laws  and  regulations 
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ECOLOGY  CENTER  OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA 

Proieci  ol  DJuCOftCnol  Communications.  Inc 
P  O  Box  .£473.  Los  Angeles.  CA  'AiiZ^ 


telephone  (213)  55991cQ 


December  5,    1983 
Mr.    Merrill  DeSpain 
Ely  District    Manager 
Bureau  of    Land  Management 
Star   Route    5 ,    Box   1 
Ely,    NV    89301 

Dear  Mr.   De  Spain: 

We   understand   your   district   Is   considering   the  suitability  of   the    four  below 
areas  of   the  Egan  Resource  Area,    for  Wilderness   Designation.      We  would 
like   to   present   to  you  our    recommendations   for  same: 

1.  Goshute    Canyon  WSA:      This   has   especially  high  wilderness   values, 
including    the   Goshute    Cave  Geological  Area.      We    think   it    possible   as  well 
as    desirable    to   have    a   28,600  wilderness    of   outstanding    qualities   by 
combining    two  of    the    alternatives    listed  by  BLM. 

2.  South    Egan   Range   WSA:    57,600   acres    listed    in   your  Draft   EIS   would 

make    a    fine  wilderness.       , .  .  .  . 

Also  an   important   raptor   location. 

3.  Park    Range  WSA,    one    of  Nevada's    last    remaining   grasslands.      We  wish 
to    commend    BLM   for    recommending   46,831  acres. 

4.  Rlordan's    Well   WSA:    we    recommend   45,791   acres,    over    the    proposed    37,542, 
because   this   area  is   an   Important  bird    raptor   location.      There  are 
seventeen    peaks    over    8000    feet. 

We  are   opposing   79,800   acres   recommendation  on   the   grounds   that   the 
Interior   Department   has    announced   they    are  no    longer  considering    large    scale 
land    sales. 

We    urge    a  more    comprehensive    environmental   stewardship    for   these    areas, 
and   trust  our   comments  will  be   part  of  your  records. 


Sincerely, 


<sX 


Elaine    Stansfield 
Assistant    Director 

ES  :rop 


\ 


ECOLOGY  CENTER  OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA 


Projec)  of  tcJuccjiionoi  Communications,  inc 
PO  Box  35473.  Los  Angeles.  CA  W035 


ephone  12 13)  559-9160 


December  10,    1983 


Mr.  Merrill  DeSpain 

Ely  District  Manager 

United*    States  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Star  Route  5,  Box  1 

Ely,   NV  89803 


Dear  Mr.    DeSpain: 


As  the  Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California  members  have  expressed  to  you  before, 
extensive  wilderness  designation  is  crucial  for  the  protection  of  valuable  natural 
areas   in  our  Southwest  deserts.      Because   those  of  us   living  in  the  urban  and  rural 
areas  of  Southern  California  appreciate  the  wildness  of  the  United  States  landscape, 
we  believe  that  it  is- .your  agency's  repscnsibiiity  to  designate  extensive  acreage 
as  part  of  the  National  Wilderness  System 

Please   revise  your  Environmental    Impact  Statement   so   that  your   Preferred  Alternative 
for  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area  Includes  portions  of 
all  sections.     Since  these  areas  encompass  236,730  acres  of  public  land  which  qualified 
for  WSA  status  on  the  basis  of  naturalness,   solitude,    and/or  outstanding  primitive 
recreational  opportunities,   why  not  give  full  protection?     Specifically: 

Goshute  Canyon  Area — needs  28,600  acres  to  protect  its  caves,  bristlecone 

pines,   rare  spotted  bats  and  Utah  Cutthroat  trout;      the  limestone  cliffs 
compliment  10,54-2  foot  Exchequer  Peak;  much  wildlife  in  the  Goshute  Canyon 
Natural  Area  which  is  part  of  this  Wilderness  Area 

South  Egan  Range — 57,660  acres  would  make  a  nice  addition  to  save  limestone 
cliffs  and  white  fir  forests 

Park  Range — 46,831  acre  BLM  recommendation  is  excellent  for  this  ruggee  remote 
area  with  few  resource  conflicts;   virgin  grasslands  and  meadows  are 
guarded  by  rugged  cliffs 

Riordan's  Well — 45,791  acres  would  protect  ponderosa  pine  forests  and  an 
important  predatory  bird   raptor   area. 


Thank  you  for  your   consideration  of  our  recommendations. 
our  other  correspondence  as  part  of  the  public  record. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Nancy  Sue   Pearlman 
Executive   Director 


Please  add  this  letter  to 
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Response    Number    I 

Your  preference  for  a  28, 600-acre  alternative  has  been  noted.  The  BLH  determined  the 
four  alternatives  analyzed  were  sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  environmental 
Impacts. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660  acre,  Wilderness  Emphasl a  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  limestone  ell  f  fs,  white  fl  r,  and  many  opportunl  ties  for 
recreation.  The  area  would  be  "  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational 
developments    and    would    be    managed    in    a    manner    to    preserve    these    special    values . 

Response  Number  3 

Your  preference  for  the  k 5,791-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  Ln  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  in  the  Proposed 
Action. 


Lahontan  Audubon  Society,  Inc. 

Post  Office  Box  2304 

Reno,  Nevada  89505 

(702)  329-8766 


December  21,    1983 


Merrill   L.    DeSpain 
District  Manager 
S.    R.    5  Box  1 
Ely,    Nevada  89301 

Re:   Sgan  Resource   Management   Flan 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpain: 

The   Flan  and  SIS  fail   to  address   the   possible   Impacts  of  the   White 
Pine   Power  Project.      While   it  Is  acknowledged   that  not  all  possible 
projects   can  be  addressed,   and  a  separate   SIS   is   being  prepared  on 
WFPP,    there   should   be   some  acknowledgement  of   impacts  on  Goshute  Canyon 
WSA,    wetlands  and  other  resources. 

Generally  we   support   the   objective  and  management  actions  of  Alternative 
E,    specifically   the   protection  and   enhancement  of  natural  resources 
values  and   wildlife.      The   limited   wetlands  available   within   the  Egan 
Resource  Area  must   be   managed   for  wildlife  values  regardless  of  which 
alternative    is   selected. 

For  wilderness   study  areas   included    in  the  Egan  Resource   Area,    we  recommend 
the    following: 

A.    Park  Range   -   We   concur   with   the   preferred  alternative. 


COMMENT  LETTER    19 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    19 


W 

n 


B.  Hiordans  Well  -  We  concur  with  the  wilderness  emphasis 
alternative  In  that  the  boundries  should  form  a  managable 
unit  and  boundries  should  be  easily  identifible. 

C.  South  Egan  Range  -  We  feel  that  the  EIS  and  technical 
report  write-up  are  prejudiced  against  wilderness.   The 
variety  extent  and  significance  of  the  special  features 
contribute  to  the  importance  of  this  WSA.   We  recommend 
the  wilderness  emphasis  alternative. 

D.  Coshute  Canyon  -  We  would  recommend  that  all  of  the  WSA 
be  found  suitable  for  wilderness,  but  as  a  compromise,  we 

..  could  settle  for  the  preferred  alternative  area. 


With  the  change  in  the  Administrations  emphasis  on  land  disposal,  and 
with  the  declared  policy  of  Congress  (second  sentence  of  FLFMA)  "that 
the  public  lands  be  retained  in  Federal  ownership",  we  ask  that  you 
reevaluate  the  lands  disposal  proposals  in  the  plan,  and  retain  all 
lands  in  a  public  use  concept,  available  to  all  the  people. 


Sincerely 

Janet  C    Meierdierck 
President 

Lahontan  Audubon  Society 


Response    Number    1 

Your     preference      for      the     45,791-acre     Wilderness     Emphasl  s     Alternative      from      the      draft 
document    has    been    noted. 

Response   Nunber   2 

Your     support     for     the     57,660-acre,     Wilderness    Emphasl s    Alternative     for    the    South    Egan 
Range   in   the   draft   document   Is   noted. 

Response   Number   3 

Your    preference    for    the    All   Wilderness    Alternative    for    the   Goshute    Canyon   WSA   has    been 
noted. 


COMMENT  LETTER    20 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER     20 
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MINERALOGICAL  RESEARCH  CO. 

DIVISION  OF  THE  NAZCA  CORPORATION 
Eugene  &  Sharon  Clsneros  •  704-706  Charcot  Avenue  •  San  Jose,  California  95131-2292  U.S.A. 
Phone:  (408)  263-5422  DAYTIME 

(408)  923-6800  EVENING  DECEMBER  8,    1983 


Merrill  DeSpain 

Ely  District  Manager 

U.S.    Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Star  Route  5,    Box   I 

Ely,    NV    89803 

Subject:     Egan  Resource  Area 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpain: 

It  has  come  to  our  attention  that   the  Ely  District  of  the  BLM   is 
considering  the  suitability  of  four  Wilderness  Study  Areas   in  the 
Egan  Resource  Area  for    inclusion   into  the  National   Wilderness 
System,    specifically,    the  Goshute  Canyon  Area,   South  Egan  Range, 
Park  Range,    and  Riordan's  Well. 

Our  company  has  been  directly   involved   in  the  marketing  of 
mineralogical   samples  for  research    institutions,    school  use, 
private  collection,    and  museum  display  for  nearly  twenty  years. 
While  we  have,    from  time  to  time,    had  the  opportunity  to  deal 
in  small   amounts  of  mineral    samples   from  the  State  of  Nevada,    ye 
have  never  been  offered,    or  heard  of,    any  valuable  mineralogical 
or  mining  areas  or  sites  within  the  area   in  question.      If  such 
resources  exist,    they  would  be  as  an  extremely  small    type  of 
deposit,   and  certainly  would  not  constitute  what  you  could 
refer  to  as  a  valuable  mineralogical   occurrence  or  mineral 
reserve,    suitable  for  mining. 

We  feel    it    is  extremely   important   to  preserve  these  valuable 
wilderness  areas,    and  that  mining  ventures    in  these  areas  should 
not  be  allowed,    on  the  basis  of  our  observations  of  the  materials 
present    in  quantities  sufficient   to  support  profitable  ventures 
on  the  part  of  the  mining   industry,    during  the  time  we  have  been 
in  business. 

Very  truly  yours, 

%abQh  company 

fCA   CORPORATION 


SLC:mk 


Sharon  L.    Cisneros 
Corporate  Vice  President 


SHOWROOM  OPEN  BY  APPOINTMENT 

Fine  Crystal  8,  Mineral  Specimens  —  Worldwide  Localities  Available 

Rare  Mineral  Species  lor  Research.  Museum,  and  Systematic  Collections 

Meteorites  —  Imports  Export  —  Mlna  NumeroUno  —  Crystal  Photography—  Microscopes 

Ultraviolet  Lamp3  —  Specimen  &  Jewelry  Boxes  —  Display  Stands 

Mineralogical  Books  —  Mineralogical  Record  Back  Issues 


Response  Number  1 

Your    support     for    wlldemesB    deelgnatlon    of    the    Coahute    Canyon,    South    Egan    Range,    Park 
Range,   and   the   Riordan's  Well  WS&'s  have   been   noted. 
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October-    27,      1983 


Mr.     Eiiwflrd    F.     Spang,     Director 
Ncvadrt    Bureau    of    Land    Management 
Posi    Office    Box     12000 
Rrno,    Nevada      89520 

Re:       Egan    Resource    Area    Wilderness    Proposals 

Dear    Ed; 

I     am    dismayed    to    leamlhe    Ely  District    is    recommending    three    out    of    the 
final    four    WSAs    as    wilderness.  The    mining    (and    eventual  ly    ranching)     Indus- 
try   can    be    severely    harmed    by  BLM '  s    apparent    willingness    to    support    so    much 
wilderness    In    Nevada. 

Enclosed    is    a    copy    of    the    Nevada    Mining    Association    testimony    on    the    BLM's 
proposal .      I    hope    you    can    find    time    to    read    It. 

Because    BLM1  s    ground    rules    were    laid    down    by    the    Carter-Andrus    Administra- 
tion    which    was    frequently    hostile    to    Western    interests    and    the    concept    of 
multiple    use    of    the    public    lands,     the    BLM's    planning    assumptions    suffer    from 
a    systemic    bias    toward    wilderness    and    against    the    mining    industry. 

IT    the    mining    industry    loses    access    to    these    key    mineral    areas    -    some    of    the 
highest    potential    sites    in    the    state    -    the    industry    will    gradually    diminish    to 
■    an    Insignificant    economic    Impact     in    our    rural    counties. 

If    BLM    and    the    Forest    Service    continue    to    recommend    so    many    wilderness 
areas    for    Nevada,     this    state    will    move    from    the    state    with    the    least    wi  Ider- 
ness    (one    at    Jarbldge)     to    the    most    in    the    nation. 

Additionally,     when    the    buffer    zone    concept    is    eventual  ly    accepted    by    Congress 
(It    passed    the    House    this    month),    most    of    the    industrial    and    agriculture 
activities    within    Nevada's    valleys    will    fall    under    the    surveillance    (and    to    an 
alarming    degree    the    control)    of    the    Federal    government.        (See    enclosed    article 
on    buffer    zones,     taken    from    the    Summer    issue    of    the    NMA    BULLETIN .) 

Sincerely, 


^SX- 


Robert    E.    Warren 


REW:v 
Encs. 


*    Robert    Warren*  s     testimony     is     printed     in    the 
oral   testimony   section. 


Buffer  zone 

Cont,  firon  page  3 


BUI  ofTera  little 
protection  for  park^ 


delay  for  the  Congressional  review, 

'  T^a  bill  offera  little  enhanced  protection  for., ttgffltftol 
Federal  statutes  are  replete  with  requirements,  to,,  -  .control*  **S4 
tivity  in  and  uround  parka  (Clean  Air  Act,  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act,  etc.).   Similarly,  the  existing  federal 
project  approval  process  has  many  park  system  safeguards  al- 
ready built-in.   For  example,  the  legislation  establishing 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  provided  that  all  pro- 
jects must  preserve  the  natural  beauty  of  the  countryside, 
public  park  and  recreation  lands,  wildlife  and  waterfowl 
refuges  and  historic  sites.   Around  these  basic  requirements 
a  body  of  law  has  developed  requiring  environmental  impact 
statements  and  reviews  for  project  impacts  on  water  pollu- 
tion, coastal  zones  and  wetlands,  endangered  species  and  his- 
toric properties. 

The  ■caning  of  "adjacent"  land  is  unclear.  In  addition  to 
its  duplication  of  the  existing  safeguards,  the  bill  fails  to 
define  adjacent  land.  Hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  fed- 
eral, state,  local  and  private  land  could  fall  under  the  con- 
trols created  by  HR  2379.  This  imprecise  nature  invites  con- 
stant and  continued  litigation.  Ultimately,  the  courts  may 
be  forced  Into  deciding  the  future  of  hundreds  of  road  pro- 
jects each  yoar.  -Rtf- 


Environmentalists  sue  EPA  to  enforce  buffer  zone  concept 


Want  controls  over  mining 
and  other  industries 


Environmentalists  are  suing  the  federal  Environmental  Pro- 
tection Agency  (EPA)  in  an  effort  to  force  the  Reagan  Admin- 
istration to  adopt  the  buffer  zone  (integral  vista)  concept 
of  protection  of  visibility  from  within  federal'  conservation 
lands. 

The  environmental- groups  claim  that  EPA  rauat  not  permit 
"undesirable1*  activities  to  take  place  outside  of  national 
parks,  wildlife  refuges,  and  wilderness  sites  which  might  be 
viewed  by  persons  from  within  the  protected  federal  conserva- 
tion lands. 

Such  activities  could  include  mining,  ranching,  farming, 
land  developments,  construction  (in  short,  any  man-caused  ac- 
tion which  environmentalists  may  consider  detrimental  to  the 
enjoyment  of  persons  within  the  conservation  lands)..   Should 
the  buffer  zone  concept  be  adopted,  environmentalists  can  ask 
the  courts  to  limit,  control  or  stop  the 


"offensive"  activ- 


ities. 

The  suit  is  being  brought  by  the  National  Parka  and  Con- 
servation Association,  the  Environmental  Defense  Fund,  and 
the  Colorado  Mountain  Club.   It  la  also  supported  by  thw 
Sierra  Club,  the  Wilderness  Society  and  other  preservationist 
organizations. 

The  suit  charges  that  EPA  has  done  nothing  to  implement 
1980  (Carter-Andrus)  rules  to  control  the  lines  of  sight  out- 
aide  the  boundaries  of  the  parks,  refuges  and  wilderness 
areas.   The  rules  ask  all  states  to  develop  such  plans;  bat 
none  have  complied. 

The  Reagan  Administration  has  also  refused  to  adopt  the 
buffer  zone  concept  of  restricting  commercial  and  industrial ._ 
activities 'within  the  line  of  sight  of  ths  parks  «*k£-&&t*£»:A 
ness  areas.  -0- 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    2  1 


COMMENT  LETTER    22 


Response   Number    I 

The  proposed  action  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  be 
designated  as  wilderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected  by 
wl lderness  designation.  The  economic  and  social  impacts  which  would  result  from  the 
recommendation  have  been  thoroughly  considered.  Impacts  to  the  mining  and  ranching 
Industries   have   been   evaluated   in   this   document. 

Response  H umber  2 

The  basis  for  the  BLM's  wilderness  review  has  been  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964,  passed  by 
the  U.S.  Congress  during  the  early  Johnson  Administration,  but  conceived  during  the  days 
of  the  Eisenhower  and  Kennedy  Administrations.  This  Act  sought  to  ensure  recognition 
and  protection  for  one  particular  legitimate  use  of  the  land--wi lderness-- within  a 
multiple  use  framework.  It  applied  to  Forest  Service  and  National  Park  Service  lands. 
The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act,  passed  by  Congress  in  1976,  directed  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  to  conduct  a  wilderness  review  of  the  lands  it  administers  in 
accordance  with  the  guidance  set  forth  in  the  Wilderness  Act.  The  BLM's  "ground  rules" 
for  developing  wilderness  recommendations  were  issued  in  February  1982,  with  the 
publ Ication  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Policy;  Policies,  Criteria  and  Guidelines  for 
Conducting  Wilderness  Studies  on  Public  Lands";  This  policy  was  issued  during  the 
present  administration.  The  specific  procedures  for  inventory  and  wilderness  study  were 
developed  only  after  lengthy  and  wide-ranging  public  comment  periods  were  held 
throughout  the  nation.  These  extensive  efforts  were  made  to  avoid  bias  of  any  sort  in 
the  process. 

Response    Number    3 

The  assessment  of  mineral  potential  has  been  given  top  priority  In  the  wilderness 
studies.  Not  only  Ls  this  policy,  it  Is  mandated  in  the  Wilderness  Act  and  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act.  The  best  Information  available  to  the  BLM  at  this  time 
indicates  that  withdrawal  from  mineral  entry  of  the  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
contained  In  the  Bultable  areas  would  affect  the  mining  Industry  very  little.  However, 
this  analysis  Is  just  the  beginning.  Every  area  that  Ls  found  suitable  for  designation 
must  undergo  an  extensive  mineral  survey  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  and  the 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines.  New  findings  can  affect  the  suitability  recommendation  for  any 
WSA.  The  redundancy  and  intensity  of  minerals  impact  analysis  la  designed  to  avoid  any 
major  economic   dislocations. 

Response  Number  4 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Wilderness  Study  Policy  explicitly  states  that  "no 
buffer  zones  wl  11  be  created  around  wilderness  areas  to  protect  them  from  the  Influence 
of   activities   on   adjacent   lands"   (II.  B.  9). 


NATIONAL  PUBUC  LANDS  TASK  rORCl: 
NEVADA  OUTDOOR  KECRLA  HON  ASSOCIATION,  INC. 
October   26,    1983 


Morrill    Oe   Spain 

District    Manager 

lily    in.sr.ricc 

U.S.    Bureau    of    Land   Management 

Star  Route  5 ,    Box    I 

Lly,    .Nevada      89503 


P.O.    Box    I2'i5 
Carson   City,    NV" 


r   02 


Subject 


ligan    i<esou  rc*i   A  rea 
KMP   and    LIS   hearings 


Gene  Lenten : 

To  begin,  concerning  the  KMP,  this  organization  has  serious 
objections  to  raise  concerning  the  proposed  land  sales  within 
the  district.  In  the  fcgan  proceeding,  the;  ULM  proposes  to 
offer  for  sale  nearly  80.000  acres  within  the  scope  of  just 
a  single  BLM  resource  area.  We  find  this  Cr*ul>  astonishing .  .  . 
in  light  of  both  the  Secretary  of  Interior's  and  the  Property- 
Review  Boarc's  clear  pronouncements:  that  large  scale  land 
saLes  would  cease  on  the  Federal  lands.  There's  always  some- 
one who  does  not  get  the  word . 


X  recently  visited  Boston,  Mass. ,  where 
attorneys  at  the  Conservation  Law  Found 
doubt  away,  the  .Nevada  Outdoor  Kecreati 
co-plaintiff  in  a  lawsuit  challenging  t 
"asset  management"  land  salcs(privat iza 
sider  this  whole  program  as  nothing  los 
Robbery"  that  would  deny  Americans  and 
Landed  inheritance.  Incidentally,  while 
that  at  the  last  court  hearing  before 
Caffrey,  the  Justice  Department  at  come 
that  "all  substantial  sale  programs ,  as 
if  f s  ,  are  no  longer  being  considered  by 
in  the  light  of  all  this,  chese  sales  v 
law  but  now  extant  government  policy.  X 
from  the  RMP. 


I  was  briefed  bv  our 
ation.  As  you  are  no 
on  Association  is  a 
he  legality  of  the 
cion)  program.  We  con- 
s  than  a  "Great  Terrain 
future  generations  their 

in  Boston--!  learned 
ederal  J ■ -dge  Andrew  A. 
ys  had  assured  the  court 

charged  by  the  plaint - 

the  USUI".  Gentlemen, 
Lolate  not  onlv  i-'I.PMA 
hey  should  be  removed 


WILDLRNLSS  RLCOMMLN'UATIONS  ; 

(1)  COSHUT1-:  CANYON :  we  endorse  a  rombinatinn  of  the  preferred 

alternative  and  the  wilderness  emphasis  alternative.  We  have 
visited  this  exceptional  and  unique  wildland.  Iho  existence  ol 
the  native  trout  streams  and  such  wonders  as  Goshuce  Cave  were 
first  inventoried  by  the  NORA  Index  6<  Survey  nearly  20  years 
ago.  In  the  mid-1970s,  we  again  visited  the  canyon  and  actually 
saw  native  fish  in  C-oshute  Creek.  We  came  away  truLy  impressed 
with  its  geological,  botanical,  archeological  and  wildlife  att- 
ributes. The  area  has  rare  spotted  bats,  Utah  cutthroat  trout, 
ancient  bristlecone  pine  forests  and  trulv  spectacular  cliffs 
and  canyons.  We  urge  preservation  of  28,600  acres. 

(2)  SOUTH  KG AN  RANGL:  we  are  concerned  and  perplexed  over  the 
failure  of  the  BLM  to  include  this  area  in  its  preferred  alter- 
ative. We  know  of  stunning  sets  of  towering  bluffs,  hidden 


COMMENT  LETTER     22 


COMMENT  LETTER     22 


fc^an    Resource  Area 


pUgU     LWU 


gorges,  white  fir  forests  from  llruxvri  Knoll  to  Sheep  Pass  Canyon. 
Again,  this  area  contains  ancient  bristiccono  pities  ami  an  unusual 
pit  cave  -  Angel  Cave  -  near  the  top  of  the  range.  The  ligan  Range 
ts  known  to  us  as  an  important  habitat  for  predatory  birds .  A  LI  too 
often,  we  have  seen  the  It  I.N  indicate  that,  "ways"  both  in  and  outside 
of  the  .VSA  const  i  tut  o  "substantial"  int  fusions  and  there  fore  rf fact 
solitude.  <Ve  chal  Lenge  statements  in  the  Lectin  Leal  report  which  as- 
sert that  "ways"  impact  the  ruftged  and  sublime  Interior  of  the  range* 
These  for  the  most  part  are  but  paths  that  actually  help  the  casual 
hiker  enjoy  the  wilderness  thresh -hold .  This  is  trulv  one  of  the 
ruggedest  wildland*?  in  the  state.  It  is  an  exceptional  area;  and  we 
recommend  protection  of  57,660  acres. 

(3)  PARK  RANCbl:  we  liave  known  this  area  from  explorat ions  dat Lng 
back  to  1960.  This  range  was  one  of  the  first  do facto  roadless 

areas  to  be  noted  in  our  Nevada  Outdoor  Uecrca tion  Resources  Lndex 
&  Survey,  While  there  are  no  towering  peaks,  it  is  one  of  the?  most 
pristine  massif-type  mountain  areas  in  the  state,  it  is  known  to  us 
for  its  hidden  glens ,  meadows  which  have  rare  Ly  been  /'.razed  ami 
colorful  bluffs  and  cliffs.  It  has  high  value  for  wilderness  screen- 
ing since  it  is  well  forested.  We  urge  46,331  acres  for  wilderness 
protection. 

(4)  k I OR MAN  WL'LLS  i  this  organization  urges  45,791  acres  as  suitable 
for  protection  as  wilderness .  fhese  mountainous  ridges  which  extend 
to  9,352  feet  is  an  area  rich  in  geological  displays:  faulting, 
complex  thrusts  and  vu lean ism.  It's  higher  s lopes  are  covered  with 
virgin  ponderosa  and  there  are  cli  f fs ,  bluffs  and  ridges  known  to 
contain  important  predatory  bird  raptors.  It  is  an  important  winter 
deer  habitat,  and  we  have  recieved  reports  of  elk  in  the  iv'SA.  There 
is  a  cave  system  in  the  area ,  which  has  yet  to  be  explored  and  map- 
ped by  profession.il  spelunkers.  Too  many  of  these  virgin  caves  are 
being  lost ,  even  before  the  most  rudimentary  examinations  can  take 
place.  We  simple  are  not  convinced  by  reading,  the  Bl-H"  s  technical 
report,  that  they  truly  understand  what  a  treasuretrove  this  series 
of  connected  Grant  Range  ridges  is .  Surely ,  enough  is  known  concern- 
ing its  wilderness  character  to  upgrade  the  liLN's  preferred  alter- 
native . 

In  closing,  we  must  point  out  a  glaring  oiiussion  in  all  the  BLM 
reports  we  have  examined  concern Log  lands  and  resources  in  the 
Kg  an  Resource  Area.  Since  1959,  we  have  repeatedly  brought  Che 
MORA  Index  &  Survey  into  the  district  office.  Much  information  in 
I3LM  files,  about  these  tVSAs  came  from  this  now-25  year  old  project. 
We  would  ask  the  Ely  histrict  to  make  the  corrected  reference  to 
the  project  In  its  final  revisions  to  both  the  RMI*  and  wilderness 
E1S .  The  NORA  Index  &  Survey  is  a  largo  Inventory,  cons ist ing  of 
mainly  maps,  short  narratives  and  extensive  color  photographs  of  UL.H 
wildlands  dating  back  to  1958.  liven  the  1'ublLc  hand  l.nw  Review  Com- 
mission and  the  National  Park  Service  have  noted  that  it  was  the 
original  BLM  Public  Lands  environmental  project  in  the  nat  ion.  We 
trust  that  the  record  wi 1 1  be  corrected. 


d^r-ct  fully  submittfow 


attachments 


May  17,  1967  letter 
(3  pages) 

July  7,  1983  Kdwin  L. 
(.Vhtte  House)  letter 


:s   S.    .Vat son,    Jr.., 


Harper 


July    18,    1983   USD1   Sec.    .Vact    letter 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE   INTERIOR 

BUREAU    OF    LAND    MANAGEMENT 
Washington,  O.C.     20240 


6101.7  (712e) 


May  17,  1967 


Mr.  Charles  S.  Watson,  Jr. 
P.  0.  Box  6601,  Lemay  Branch 
6L97a  Lemay  Ferry  Road 
St.  Louts,  Missouri   63125 

Dear  Mr.  Watson: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  May  !0,  1967  and  rhe  attached  corres- 
pondence from  Mr.  Baker  to  Dr.  Lyon,  dated  April  27,  and  Mr.  Baker's 
letter  to  you  on  the  same  date. 

You  have  raised  several  questions  in  your  letter  that  I  will  try  to 
answer  as  best  I  know  how: 

1.   "It  would  appear  that  his  letter  to  Dr.  Lyon  indicates  Mr.  Baker 
knows  nothing  at  all  about  the  'task  force'  on  recreation  you 
discussed  with  George  Kell  and  I  early  last  year.   I  had  understood 
that  during  your  trip  to  Nevada,  at  that  time,  you  discussed  this 
with  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Keil.   As  I  recall  it  was  agreed  'NORA'  Inc. 
would  be  made  a  part  of  this  'task  force  on  recreation'." 


My  one  and  only  trip  to  Reno,  Nevada  in  connection  with  the  N.O.R.A. 
program  was  when  Mr.  Penny  was  State  Director.   Mr.  Keil  was  at  that 
time  Assistant  State  Director  of  California.   A  meeting  was  held  by 
me  with  Mr.  Kell  of  N.O.R.A.,  Mr.  Penny  and  Mr.  Baker  at  that  time. 
As  I  recall,  our  general  discussion  with  Mr.  Kell  centered  around  a 
"joint  effort"  on  the  part  of  N.O.R.A.,  BLM  and  other  agencies,  to 
identify,  study,  exchange  information,  and  assess  outstanding 
scenic,  natural,  historic  and  outdoor  recreation  opportunities  on 
BLM  lands  in  Nevada.   In  my  phone  conversation  yesterday  with     " 
Mr.  Baker,  he  stated  that  he -recalled  no  specific  reference  to  the 
establishment  of  a  task  force  during  this  meeting.   I  believe  this 
to  be  understandable  in  that  our  discussion  was  general  and  was  mostly 
focused  on  joint  efforts  in  the  exchange  of  information  and  how 
N.O.R.A.  and  BLM  could  best  accomplish  this.   As  I  recall,  no 
reference  was  made  toward  establishment  of  a  working  group,  member- 
ship of  group  or  assigned  responsibilities  normally  considered  the 
formation  of  a  task  force.   I  am  assuming  that  you  have  somewhat  the 
same  viewpoint  of  what  constitutes  a  task  force. 
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It  was  my  view  during  that:  meeting  and  subsequent:  meetings  with  you, 
that  joint  efforts  are  necessary  between  your  organization  and  ours 
(and  other  agencies)  to  be  sure  that  all  the  outdoor  recreation^ 
opportunities  on  ELM  lands  in  Nevada  are  identified  and  that  we  move 


hem  within  the  limita- 


as  rapidly  as  we  can  to  preserve  and  protect 

.tion  of  funds  and  manpower . 

It  was  not  my  intention  to  establish  a  task  force  on  recreation  for 
Nevada  with  specific  membership,  specific  duties  and  specific  responsi- 
bilities, but  rather  your  group  and  ours  work  together  joint Ly  to 
freely  exchange  information  and  receive  the  benefit  of  individual 
knowledge,  expertise  and  experience.   I  recall  stating  to  you  that 
joint  effort  could  best  be  accomplished  by  identified  individuals  of 
your  organization  and  ours  studying  together  the  opportunities  in 
Nevada.   This  is  what  I  envisioned  we  would  do,  both  here  and  at  the 
field  level .   Whether  I  ca  1  Led  it  "task  force"  or  "joint  u  f  fort"  I 
truthfully  don't  recall.   Nevertheless,  it  still  is  my  vie 


w  that  we 
hould  continue  to  objectively  analyze  together,  cooperatively,  the 


Nevada  recreation  resources  -  endeavoring  to  find  ways  to  preserve 
and  protect  them.   You  are,  and  have  been  the  spokesman  for  N.O.R.A, 
and  I  have  sought  to  the  best  of  my  ability  to  discuss  with  you  the 
various  problems  in  order  that  you  can  participate  jointly  in  our 
effort;  I  will  continue  to  do  this.   1  do  not,  however,  feel  that  this 
effort  requires  a  formal  working  group  with  an  established  membership 
and  responsibilities. 

2.   "I  would  also  appreciate  an  explanation  of  what  Mr.  Baker  means  by 
his  claim  that  N.O.R.A. 's  survey  had  been  considered.  ..." 

Answer: 

It  would  be  my  thinking  that  Mr.  Baker  is  referring  to  actions  taken 
both  at  the  Washington  level  and  Nevada  level  in  connection  with  the 
N.O.R.A.  survey. 

A  good  deal  of  time  has  been  spent  at  both  levels  in  comparisons  of 
inventory  information,  analysis  of  si^.iif icant  areas ,  and ,  being  sure 
that  all  possible  opportunities  are  identified.   This  includes 
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I  have  always  enjoyed  our  discussions  over  the  many  hours  we  have 
spent  analyzing  inventories  and  problems  of  protection  of  the  Nevada 
recreation  resources.   I  hope  you  will  continue  to  give  me  your 
viewpoints  and  comments  as  they  occur  to  you. 

Sincerely  yours, 


I 


C  U  c< 


Eldon  F.  Holmes 

Chief,  Recreation  StafE 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

July   7,    1983 


Honorable  James  Watt 
Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

Dear  Secretary  Watt: 

I  am  writing  to  clarify  the  role  of  the  Property 
Review  Board  as  it  relates  to  the  disposal  of  public 
lands  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior.   In  Executive 
Order  12348  the  President  directed  the  Board  to  develop 
and  review  policies  of  federal  agencies  as  .they  relate 
to  the  management  of  real  property.   In  this  regard, 
the  Board  has  consulted  with  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  to  determine  the  Department's  current  land 
management  policies  and  to  give  the  Department  guidance 
as  to  where  those  policies  could  be  adjusted  to  make 
them  consistent  with  the  provisions  and  the  philosophy 
of  the  Executive  Order.   The  Executive  Order  did  not 
intend  nor  has  the  Board  presumed  for  the  Beard  to 
become  involved  in  the  operational  functioning  of  the 
agency  in  regard  to  the  management  of  the  public  lands. 

The  Board  has  not  requested  that  you  consult  with  it  in 
regard  to  transactions  where  land  is  sold  for  fair  market 
value .  ,  We  are  interested  in  the  Department's  sales 
program  in  order  to  monitor  the  progress  being  made  in 
the  disposal  process,  but  it  is  not  our  intent  to  in 
any  way  inhibit  the  statutory  authority  granted  you  to 
sell  BLM  lands.   It  would  be  helpful  if  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  provided  the  Board  monthly  with  a  suiiunary 
of  the  previous  month's  sales  activity. 

I  trust  that  this  letter  will  clarify  any  confusion  that 
may  have  existed  concerning  the  Board's  role  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior's  disposal  process. 


Sincerely, 


Hareer 


Chairman,  Property  Review  Board 
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THE   SECRETARY   OF  THE   INTERIOR 

Washington 


July  18,   1983 


HEMQRANOM  TO  WESTERN  GOVERJvORS 

From:.     Secretary  of   the  Interior 

Subject:     Ccod  Neighbor  Policy 

I   was  particularly  pleased  with  the  opportunity  to  share   with  ycu   the 
tremendous  successes   we  have  had  in  the  last  tvo  and  a  half  years.      I 
felt  ycur  questions,  both  in  private  and  public,   dramatized  the  real 
progress   that  has  been  made.     The  questions   that  vere  not  asked   were 
more  revealing  than  the  questions  that  were.     As  I  reflect  back  over 
the  several  meetings   ve  have  had  in  the  past  and  compare   them   to  the 
Montana  meeting,   I  am  delighted  with  the  progress   that  has  been  made. 
That  is  not  to  suggest,   however,    that  mere  progress  does  not  yet 
remain  to  be  realized. 

One  of  the  areas  that  continues  to  draw  criticism  deals  with  the 
disposal  of  lands  no  longer  needed  by  the  Federal  Government.      I  am 
satisfied  that  the  mistakes  of.  1982  are  not  being,  and  will  not  be, 
repeated.     Each  Governor  has  been  briefed,  or  his  staff  has  been 
briefed,  on  cur  plans  for  disposing  of   the  few  isolated   tracts   in  the 
respective  states.      Several  of  ycu  did  suggest   that   us  needed   to  reduce 
the  involvement  of   the  Property  Review  Board  of   the  White  House   in  the 
Department  of   the  Interior  activities.      I  assured  ycu   that  as  a 
practical  matter  they   ware  not  involved,  but  I   would  seek  to  formalize 
that  relationship. 

Upon  returning   to  Washington,   I  have  secured   frcm  tne  Chairman  of   the 
Property  Review  Board  a  letter  that  clearly  states   that  the  Board   vas 
not   to  "become   involved   in  the  operational   functioning  of   the  agency 
(Interior)    in  regard   to  the  management  of   the  public  lands."      I  am 
attaching  a  copy  of   that  letter   just  so   that  there  can  be  no  doubt.      I 
am  satisfied,  based  on  the  private  conversations  and   the  public 
dialogue,    that  there   is  no  room  for  criticism  of   this  program  as   it 
relates   to  future  activities.     Criticism  of   the  past   is   for   the  nost 
part  justified. 

I  look  forward   to  improving  relationships  and  thank  you  for  helping  us 
to  be  as  successful  as   ve  have  been. 

If  you  have  any  concerns  or  questions,   please  call.      The  rule  continues 
to  be   that   if  I  don't  hear  from  you,    things  are  going   veil. 


Response   Number   1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  cf  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  Che  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BL.M  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed  were  sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  environmental  Lapacts.  The  native 
trout    streams    and  Coshute    Cave   are    contained   within    the    Proposed  Action. 

Response   Number   1 

Your  support  for  Che  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  in  the  draft  document  Is  noced.  The  BL.M  does  recognize  chat  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  brlstlecone  pine,  raptor  hablcat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  atcenclon  for  possible 
recreaclonal  developmencs  and  would  be  managed  in  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values. 

Response   Humber   3 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range,  In  the  draft  document  has 
been   noted. 

Response  Humber  4 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  drafc 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  In  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pLne  are  still  contained  In  Che  Proposed 
Action. 

Response  Humber  5 

The     efforts     of     NORA     (and    many     other    groups    and     Individuals)     to    provide  relevant 

information   about  the  Egan  USA's  are  greatly  acknowledged  by   the  Ely  District.  Comments 

received  from  NORA  have  been  considered  and  are  on  file  with  all  other  public  comments 
received  during  the  inventory  and   study  of  lands   for  wilderness  designation. 


• 
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Only  one  page  of  this  lengthy  letter  dealt  with 
wilderness  and  was  reproduced  in  this  document. 
The  entire  letter  can  be  found  as  comment  letter 
54  in  the   Proposed  Egan  RMP/Final  EIS. 
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Oiu-st  ion  :  As  wi  Irterness  desl  gnu  l  Ion  benelllH  will  accrue  !>rli"ir- 
II,  ITPrcrri-mliinlsu,  »li«  should  a  livestock  operator  need  r.cl 
Incur  higher  costfiV  Would  It  not.  hi-  I3(|ltl  tnhle  lor  the  ULM  ,  »rtUn 
on  behalf  or  Llie  non-paving  rm  rea  tlon  1  st  s  ,  to  Incur  these  addl- 
tlonal    costs. '-' 

lU-commendatloii  :  Added  range  Improvement  devi!  I  opmen  t  Btlli  mainte- 
nance cnatx  n  tcrlliutahln  to  wilderness  di-Kl  una  ttons  will  he  ensllv 
quantified.  Hecaime  these  Benefits  will  accrue  to  rec  rea  1 1  on  1  s  t  s  , 
we  would  recommend  that  wilderness  area  users,  their  special  In- 
terest representatives,  or  the  public  (via  the  HIX)  pav  anv  added 
costs    associated    with    range    Improvements    In    wilderness    areas. 

None  of  the  disrnsBlons  of  economic  Impart  associated  with  the 
various  alternatives  (pp.  11H-1SI)  addresses  the  added  costs  of 
production  that  will  occur  after  1HH4  ns  all  rangelnnn  Improvement 
maintenance  easts  and  a  higher  share  of  development  costs  are 
shifted    to    permittees. 

Question:  Has  the  MM  considered  the  ahllltv  of  permittees  to 
share  In  development  costs  and  Incur  full  maintenance  costs  for 
new  range  Improvements  proposed  to  Improve  vegetative  conditions 
throughout  'the    area? 

Hecommendatlon:  The  eventual  success  of  »n»  of  the  alternatives 
presented  Tn~-the  UK1S  In  accomplishing  Its  Intended  objectives 
will  depend  heavily  upon  development  of  new  and/or  maintenance  of 
existing  range  Improvements.  because  the  Hangeland  Improvement 
Willcv  will  effectively  shift  the  major  costs  of  new  Improvements 
and  maintenance  of  existing  ones  to  the  livestock  Industry,  the 
Industry's  ability  to  Incur  these  additional  costs  must  he  consid- 
ered. The  rlnal  KIS  should  Include  an  analysis  of  the  livestock 
industry's  abllttv  to  finance  In  whole  or  In  part  the  range  Im- 
provements   proposed    under    each   alternative. 

further,  because  the  Hangeland  Improvement  Policy  directs  that 
primary  beneficiaries  (51  percent  or  Rreater)  of  range  Improve- 
ments will  hear  the  cost  of  maintenance,  the  question  of  how  main- 
tenance will  occur  under  Alternative  K  should  he  addressed.  Where 
will  the  funding  come  from?  Under  NKI'A  It  is  doubtful  that  selec- 
tion of  anv  management  approach  can  he  completed  until  the  hlh  Is 
expanded    to    address    these    questions. 


RESOURCE   CONCEPTS  INC. 
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Response  Number  1 

This  only  refers  to  added  costs  of  new  range  projects.  Costs  will  be  higher  In 
wilderness  study  areas  because  of  the  emphasis  placed  on  use  of  the  least  Impairing 
construction  methods  and  most  environmentally  compatible  materials.  It  would  have  been 
more  accurate  to  say  that,  If  It  was  decided  to  construct  a  new  project  within  a 
wilderness  study  area,  the  construction  costs  would  be  higher.  However,  the  majority  of 
projects  In  the  Egan  Resource  Area  are  funded  by  BLM,  not  the  rancher. 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    24 


Response  Number  1 

Your  preference  for  the  3 5, 594 -acre :  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon 
WSA  Is  noted.  Our  regulations  do  not  provide  for  your  suggestion  of  a  Wl  iderness 
Enhancement  Alternative  which  reaches  beyond  the  original  WSA  boundaries ,  unless  it  Is 
for  enhancing  manageability.  The  WSA  boundaries  were  finalized  In  1980  with  the 
publication   of    the  Final  Wilderness    Inventory  Decisions. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted. 

Response  Number  3 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  WSA  la  noted. 

Response  Number  4 

Your  preference  for  the  57,002-acre  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  the  Riordan's  Well 
WSA  Is    noted. 
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December  23,  1983 

Merrill  DeSpain,  Manager 
BLM/Ely  District 
Star  Route  4,  Box  1 
Ely,  NV   89803 

Dear  Manager  DeSpain, 

I  am  submitting  these  comments  on  the  Egan  Draft  Res 
Management  Plan  and  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  as 
of  the  Public  Lands  Commi  ttee  of  the  Toiyabe  Chapter  of 
Sierra  Club.  The  Toiyabe  Chapter  has  nearly  2,003  member 
Nevada  and  Eastern  California  who  are  vitally  concerned  with 
quality  of  public  land  management  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area, 
public  lands  committee  has  considerable  expertise  in  its 
as  it  has  reviewed  all  previous  grazing  EISs  produced  in  N 
and  Sierra  Club  members  have  participated  in  local  pla 
groups  and  BLM  advisory  councils  when  permitted  by  the  nat 
administrations. 
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I  was  very  disappointed  with  the  Egan  RMP/EIS  as  it  proposes  no 
real  solution  to  very  serious  public  land  management  problems  in 
the  Egan  RA,  except  categorization  of  allotments  into  M,  I,  and  C 
and  extensive  and  expensive  vegetation  conversions  which 
primarily  benefit  livestock.  <k  There  is  extremely  limited 
reference  to  reducing  or  eliminating  livestock  overgrazing  or 
even  to  improving  the  ecological  condition  of  the  vegetation, 
which  would  actually  benefit  wildlife  and  wild  horses,  improve 
watershed,  recreational,  wilderness,  and  all  other  non-comitjodi  ty 
values,  in  addition  to  livestock  operations. 

Nowhere  does  FLPMA  or  PRIA  state  the  overall  goal  of  public  land 
management  is  "to  improve  the  resources  of  the  resource  area 
which  would  result  in  increased  goods  and  services  to  the  public 
lands  users  and  general  public."  (p. 11)  A  less  commod  i  ty 
oriented  goal  which  would  comply  with  the  stated  intentions  of 
Congress  would  be  "to  improve  and  maintain  public  rangelands  to 
good  or  better  ecological  condition."  An  objective  to  reach  this 
goal  would  be  "to  reduce  overgrazing  by  adjusting  livestock 
numbers  to  the  carrying  ca pa city  of  the  range  and  develop ing 
grazing  systems  which  comply  with  the  principle  of  sustained 
yield,  a  legal  requirement  of  BLM  operations. 

Any  vegetation  conversion  projects  should  be  considered  only 
after  grazing  management  has  been  implemented,  not  in 
substi  tution  for  a  grazing  system.  When  AUMs  increase  due  to 
improved  grazing  management,  they  should  be  used  to  make  up  for 
the  BLM-est imated  forage  deficiency  in  over  90%  of  the  RA,  not  be 

To  explore,  enjoy,  end  protect  the  natural 


used  to  justify  increases  in  livestock  numbers,  as  the  EIS 
implies.  And  why  is  fire  so  over-proposed  as  a  conversion 
technique?  There  is  no  justification  given  for  the  purported 
improvement  in  wildlife  habitat  by  extensive  burning.  In  fact, 
most  wildlife  professionals  oppose  a  "let-burn"  philosophy, 
especially  when  an  increase  in  livestock  forage  production  is 
the  BLM  goal. 

Not  enough  emphasis  is  given  to  the  use  of  other  standard  range 
management  practices,  such  as  the  setting  of  utilization  levels 
of  vegetation,  especially  that  important  to  wildlife,  nor  to 
maintaining  a  credible  and  functioning  monitoring  program.  In 
fact,  we  are  very  concerned  that  monitoring  in  the  Egan  RA  will 
be  used  to  justify  additional  range  improvements  to  bring  forage 
up  to  and  beyond  existing  (over)  stocking  rates,  not  to  adjust 
live stock  numbers  to  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  public  range- 
lands.    We  would  have  little  confidence  in  such  monitoring  data. 

In  addition,  adjusting  seasons-of-use  does  not  appear  to  be 
under  consideration  for  use  in  the  Egan  RA.  The  EIS  is  fuzzy  on 
how  many  AMPS  will  be  developed  for  the  90  allotments  without 
grazing  management  and  when.  No  range  improvements  should  be 
even  considered  unless  they  are  a  part  of  a  comprehensive  AMP. 
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The  EIS  appears  to  be  written  to  obfuscate  the  actual  poor 
conditions  of  the  public  land.  The  use  of  "percent  acres  in 
desired  successional  stages"  instead  of  poor,  fair,  good,  and 
excellent  (if  any)  are  worthy  of  Orwell's  prophecies  of 
doublespeak  in  19_8  4,  which  has  arrived!  It  is  not  even  clear 
that  if  the  Egan  RA  successional  stages  occur  as  desired  that  the 
public  rangelands  will  be  in  satisfactory  condition.  It  appears 
that  BLM  is  using  this  language  to  confuse  the  public  and  to  be 
thus  relieved  of  accountability  for  poor  management. 

Categorizing  allotments  into  M,  I,  and  C  is  art  action  designed  to 
convince  the  public  that  something  is  be ing  done  about  livestock 
overgrazing.  Categorizing  is  a  paper  exercize,  which  on  its  face 
is  ridiculous.  Putting  76  allotments  Into  M  &  C  categories 
{i.e.,   do  nothing)  when  BLM  admits  that  over  90%  of  the  Egan   RA 
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is  overgrazed,  riparian  areas  are  being  systematically  destroyed, 
only  5  allotments  have  AMPs,  etc.,  is  a  callous  disregard  of  BLMs 
public  land  management  responsibilities. 
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We  have  several  other  general  complaints  about  the  planning 
process  in  the  Egan  RA.  While  the  RMP/EIS  states  (p. 11)  that 
"RMPs  are  designed  to  make  maximum  use  of  the  best  available  data 
in  formulating  and  analyzing  alternatives,"  the  document  never 
states  what  data  is  available.  Have  range  surveys  been 
conducted?  When  was  monitoring  initiated  in  the  Egan  RA?  What 
kind  of  monitoring  has  occurred,  where,  and  for  how  long?  How  is 
this  data  actually  used? 

The  lack  of  specificity  in  the  Egan  RMP/EIS  leads  this  reviewer 
to  conclude  that  this  EIS  is  programatic  and  will  not  meet  a 
court  test  of  its  adequacy. 

The  Sierra  Club  is  also  concerned  about  the  lack  of 
identification  of  Areas  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  in  the 
Egan  RA .  It  is  inconceivable  that  in  3.8  million  acres,  the  BL.1 
can  find  no  ACECs.  It  is  well  known  that  the  Egan  RA  has 
critical  wildlife  habitat,  including  habitat  for  rare  and 
endangered  species,  br istlecone  pine  areas,  significant 
archeological  and  cultural  sites,  and  other  scenic  and  geological 
areas  of  public  interest.  The  RMP  and  EIS  is  quite  deficient  in 
complying  with  its  own  regulations  on  ACECs. 

We  are  very  interested  in  the  principle  articulated  on  p.  15 
regarding  ORV  designation.  The  RMP  states  "An  undefined 
'potential'  for  off-road  vehicle  use  damage  is  not  adequate 
justification  for  constraints  on  off-road  vehicle  use."  Does 
this  principle  also  apply  to  land  disposal,  i.e.,  "an  undefined 
or  non-specified  'potential'  for  disposal  of  public  lands  is  not 
adequate  justification  for  BLM  proposed  disposals  in  the  Egan 
RA?"  Does  this  principle  apply  to  wilderness  designation,  i.e., 
"an  undefined  or  non-specified  'potential'  for  minerals  in  a  WSA 
is  not  adequate  just i  f teat  ion  for  BLM  proposed  negative 
recommendations   for  wilderness  designation  or  the  elimination  of 


large  areas  of  WSAs  due 
to  be  cons  i  stent ! 


to  'mineral  conflicts'?"   BLM  should   try 


We  object  to  the  handling  of  "mineral  resources  management"  (on 
p.  15).  Doesn't  the  BLM  have  some  regulations  regarding  the 
minimization  of  negative  environmental  impacts  of  mining 
exploration  and  development  or  at  least  some  requirements  for 
minimal  reclamation  of  disturbed  areas?  If  so,  environmental 
protection  from  disturbances  from  mineral  development  should  be 
a  part  of  the  Egan  RMP. 

The  treatment  of  the  destruction  of  riparian  areas  by  unmanaged 
livestock  and  BLM  actions  proposed  to  correct  this  problem  are 
very  superficial.  Is  not  BLM  specifically  mandated  to  protect 
riparian  areas  and  manage  them  in  good  or  better  condition?  If 
so,  the  proposed  alternatives  are  deficient. 

A  particularly  obtuse  statement  on  p. 23  requires  clarification. 
What  is  meant  by  "All  vegetation  will  be  managed  for  those 
successional  stages  which  would  best  meet  the  objectives  of  this 
alternative"?  The  paragraph  was  truncated  by  a  misplaced 
paragraph  5  before  it  could  reveal  which  Appendix  attempted  to 
quantify  this  obtusity.  Although  the  Preferred  Alternative  is 
supposed  to  be  balanced,  the  management  actions  described  appear 
to  almost  exclusively  benefit  livestock;  therefore,  does  this 
unclear  statement  mean  that  the  vegetation  will  be  managed  to 
benefit  livestock? 

The  acreage  proposed  for  disposal  is  totally  unacceptable.  No 
justification  was  given  for  how  the  disposal  of  80,000  acres  is 
in  the  public  interest,  nor  even  of  who  is  requesting  such 
massive  land  disposals.  The  law  provides  for  reasonable 
disposals  for  community  expansion  and  other  public  purposes  and 
for  small  unmanageable  parcels,  not  for  thousands  of  acres  which 
apparently  will  benefit  private  individuals,  not  the  public. 

In  general,  we  support  Alternative  B,  but  feel  it  is  a  feeble 
effort  in  an  overall  inadequate  plan  to  ba lance  land  management 
among  all  the  multiple  uses.  We  have  no  idea  if  livestock 
levels  of  75%  of  3-year  average  use  is  adequate  or  not.'  Are 
92,000  AUMs  within  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  range? 

The  other  alternatives  are  obviously  inadequate.  We  do  commend 
BLM  for  including  a  NEPA-manda ted  no  grazing  alternative,  but  the 
general  non-specificity  of  this  EIS  practically  negates  the 
usefulness  of  using  the  no-grazing  alternative  for  base-line 
comparisons.  Why  is  the  requirement  for  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of 
1.0  for  range  improvement  projects  only  mentioned  in  one 
alternative?  Does  this  requirement  not  apply  to  projects  in  all 
alternatives?  Or  does  BLM  propose  to  fund  range  improvements  in 
which  costs  exceed  benefits? 

According  to  information  obtained  from  the  Nevada  Department  of 
Wildlife,  there  are  inaccuracies  or  substantive  disagreements  on 
the  categorization  of  20  allotments  into  M  or  C   categories.    We 
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support  DoW  recommendations  for  all  the  20  allotments  to  be  put 
into  the  I  category. 

The  Egan  RMP/EIS  is  one  of  the  most  poorly  written  documents  I 
have  yet  reviewed.  Substantively,  it  is  inadequate,  leading  me 
to  believe  that  the  BLM  does  not  know  much  about  the  Egan  RA,  its 
problems,  or  their  solutions  or  that  the  Bureau  is  not  courageous 
enough  to  honestly  describe  the  problems  nor  take  the  necessary 
corrective  actions.  I  hope  and  trust  that  this  "plan"  will  be 
rewritten  when  reason  is  restored  to  public  land  management  in 
this  country. 

Thank  you  for  considering  my  comments . 

S  incerely , 

/ 


Rose   Strickland,    Chair 

Public    Lands   Committee   of    the   Toiyabe   Chapter    of    the   Sierra   Club 


Response   Number   1 

Your  preference  for  a  29,000-acre  alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted .  The  BLM  determined  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  were  sufficient  to  adequately 
address    the   environmental   Impacts. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  support  for  the  58,000-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  la  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions;  raptor  habitat ,  and  many  opportuni  ties  for  recreation. 
The  area  wl  11  be  given  special  attention  for  poasLble  recreational  developments  and  will 
be   managed   in   a  manner   to   preserve    these   special   values. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  preference  for  the  46,000-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  moet  Important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  In  the  Proposed 
Action. 
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WHITE  PINE  SPORTSMEN 

Nevada   Wiiali/e  Federation 
,.p.  o.  BOX  1  1B7 


December    29 , 


Bureau   n*7   Land   Management 

SR   5    Box    1 

Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Attention:   Merrill  L-  DeSpain 


Subject: 


Comments   on    Egan    Draft    Resource  Management    Plan 


Our    primary    interests    are  wildlife    and    recreational    use   of    the    land. 

Our  most    serious    concerns    for  wildlife    are:       1)    present    overpopulation   of 
wildhorses,      2)    almost    no  habital    improvement    for   wildlife. 

The  wildhorse   overpopulation    problem      is    severe    in    the    Buck-r-Bald  Mountains 
and  Long   Valley    areas    for  mule   deer.      These   areas    are    winter    range    for   our 
mule   deer   and    the    habitat    is    being   ruined.       Since    the   U.S.    Congress    resists 
efforts    to    legally    and    rapidly    reduce    the    impact    of    these  wildhorses,    the 
problem  drifts   year   after   year.      We   deplore    the    lack  of    action    by   U.S.    Gov- 
ernment   agencies    and    the   U.S.    Congress.      We    don't    see   how  you    can  have    an 
effective,    long   range   "Egan    RMP"   without    this   problem  being    addressed    in 
total. 

Our  concerns    for   recreational  use  of   RMP   land   is   that    the   citizens   of  Nevada 
will   have    the    same   access    to    all    RMP   public    lands   after    the    RMP    is    implemented 
as   before.      There  are   literally  hundreds  of    four  wheel   drive   roadways  exist- 
ing   that    do  not  show  up   on    official   maps.       If    they    aren't    considered    a   main- 
tained  roadway,    they  are  defined  as  not   existing.    If   these  wilderness   areas 
are  created,    a   great    deal    of    access   will    he    lost    to   older    and   physically 
impaired    c  itizens .      We    applaud    the    principle   of    setting  aside   some    of   our 
public    lands    for  wilderness.       Our    great   basin    valleys    also  have   many   unique 
wildlife,    plant,    and   scenic    features,    but    they    aren't    included    in   wilderness 
areas.      The    mountain    ranges    that    are    included    are    so   narrow    that    they   would 
make    only   marginal    wilderness    areas    at    best. 

The   "Preferred    Alternative"    is    flawed    from  our    point    of    view,    in    several 
areas:       I)    wildhorse    populations    aren't   being    reduced,    2)    nearly    '-5  of    total 
proposed   wilderness    study   area    acreage    is    included    which    has    subs tan  tial 
negative    impact   on    mining. 

We    do    not    support    the    "Preferred    Alternative"   nor    "Alternative   A    through    E" 
as  written. 


Bob  .'iarcum,     President 


ecretary       / 


Bob    Hollinger,    Sec 


Response   Kumber    1 

A  great  deal  of  effort  was  expended  during  the  wilderness  Inventory  to  Identify  all 
roads  and  ways  In  the  wi Iderness  Inventory  units.  Field  reconnaissance  Included  iixed 
wing  and  helicopter  time  and  extensive  ground  work.  Several  formal  comment  periods  were 
held  to  acquire  from  the  public  specific  information  about  manmade  Imprints  Ln  the 
areas.      Identified    roads   and   noticeable   ways  would   not   be   closed. 

Response   Number   2 

All  existing  access  would  remain  open  In  the  areas  recommended  sul table  In  the  Egan 
Resource  Area .  The  aged  and  lnfl rm  would  not  be  denied  the  ability  to  travel  anywhere 
that    they  are   now  able   to  vialt. 

Several  comraentora  of  advanced  years  have  presented  an  opposing  view,  stating  that  they 
continue  to  enjoy  large  unroaded  areas  in  spite  of  the! r  senior  status.  Handicapped 
persons   have   often  experienced   the   exhilaration  of   overcoming   the   challenge   of    the   wild. 

Response  Number  3 

None  of  the  valley  areas  by  themselves  quail  fled  as  WSA'  s  durLng  the  wilderness 
Inventory,  however,  most  of  the  WSA' a  Include  roadless  valley  portions  associated  with 
the  mountain  ranges.  The  BLM  recognizes  the  special  and  unLque  features  of  our  valley 
areas.  The  mountain  ranges  In  the  Great  Basin  are  by  nature  not  as  expansl ve  as  those 
found  In  other  areas.  Those  Identified  as  WSA's,  however,  were  found  to  possess  the 
wilderness   criteria   specified   by  Congress. 

Response    Number    4 

Your   lack  of   support    for  any   of   the   alternatives   has   been   noted. 
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THE  WILDERNESS  SOCIETY 


FOUNDED  IN  11.15 


Merrill  L,  DeSpain 
District  Manager 
SR  5  Box  1 
Ely,  NV   89301 


Dear  Mr.  DeSpain, 


December  14,  1983 


The  Wilderness  Society  is  pleased  with  this  opportunity  to  respond  to 
the  Draft  Environment  Impact  Statement  for  the  Eagan  District.   Although 
we  endorse  the  areas  recommended  for  wilderness,  we  believe  these  recom- 
mendations should  be  expanded  and  added  to. 

Park  Range:   We  fully  commend  and  endorse  wilderness  designation  for  the 
46,831  acres  recommended  in  the  DEIS. 

Riordan's  Well:   The  BLM  report  notes  that  this  area  has  excellent  wilderness 
qualifications:  "...a  very  natural  condidit ion. . .opportunities  for  solitude 
are  outstanding. . .good  opportunities  for  hiking  (etc.)..."   It  is  within 
5  hours  driving  from  a  major  population  center,  is  an  important  raptor  habitat, 
and  contains  many  different  wildlife  and  vegetation  species.   Significant  man- 
made   intrusions  have  already  been  eliminated  from  the  wilderness  boundaries, 
and  the  mineral  potential  does  not  appear  to  be  truly  substantial.   Therefore, 
we  urge  an  increased  wilderness  designation  of  45,791  acres- 
South  Eagan  Range:   This  area  has  excellent  wilderness  qualities.   Among 
them  --  in  addition  to  the  opportunities  for  recreation,  solitude,  and  high 
degree  of  naturalness  cited  by  the  BLM  --  are  raptor  nests,  deer  habitat, 
ancient  bristlecone  pines,  and  unique  white  fir  forests.   The  area  is  within 
5  hours  drive  from  a  major  population  center,  and  artificial  impacts  are 
insignificant.   We  urge  a  wilderness  designation  of  57,660. 

Goshute  Canyon:   In  view  of  the  extremely  high  wilderness  values  in  the 
Canyon,  we  urge  an  increase  of  6,375  acres  over  the  BLM  recommendation. 
This  would  restore  the  area  dropped  due  to  mineral  potential  and  increase 
protection  for  the  rare  spotted  bats,  trout  habitat,  bristlecone  pine,  and 
aboriginal  site.   It  would  also  preserve  the  area  for  the  many  forms  of  prim- 
itive recreation,  the  naturalness  of  the  area,   the  opportunities  for  solitude, 
and  the  outstanding  scenery.   We  urge  a  recommendation  of  28,600  acres. 
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Mr.  Merrill  L.  DeSpain 
December  14,  1983 
Page  Two 

Two  issues  in  particular  concern  us  deeply  about  the  DEIS  and  Management 
Plan.   The  mineral  studies  conducted  by  the  BLM  seem  specious,  since  they 
rely  on  the  "needle  biopsy"  method.   Since  analysis  of  these  samples  is  not 
tied  to  the  marketability  or  strategic  reserve  value  of  the  minerals,  this 
process  appears  to  be  used  mainly  to  discredit  wilderness  potential  in  WSAs. 
It  is  important,  for  a  fair  and  reasonable  minerals  assessment,  to  carry  out 
sampling  for  proven  resources  in  surrounding  lands  as  well  as  the  WSAs.   A 
Resource  Area-wide  analysis  is  the  only  way  to  determine  if  mineral  potential 
on  a  WSA  is  so  much  greater  than  the  potential  on  non-WSA  lands  that  wilderness 
values  are  out-weighed. 

Our  second  concern  is  with  the  realty  management  section  of  the  preferred 
alternative.   We  oppose  disposing  of  large  blocks  of  public  land  to  the 
private  sector,  especially  when  the  eventual  use  of  this  land  is  so  unclear. 
Since  attempts  to  make  these  lands  commercially  and  economically  productive 
have  so  often  been  ineffective  and  have  exacted  great  cost  from  the  government 
and  the  private  investor,  we  would  like  to  see  this  program  discontinued. 


Sincerely , 


Patricia  Hedge 

Regional  Director,  California-Nevada 


Sv'i 
*> 
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Response   Number   1 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  In  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  In  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  in  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would   be  managed   In  a   manner   to   preserve    these    special  values. 

Response  Number  3 

Your  preference  for  a  28,600-acre  alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  in  this  document  were 
sufficient   to  adequately  address  the  environmental    impacts. 

Response  Number  4 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  began  with  a  macroscopic  examination  of  geologic  settings 
and  inferred  geologic  processes,  then  considered  more  area-specific  information  about 
past  mining,  mining  claim  and  lease  location,  and  known  mineral  deposition.  In  certain 
instances,  actual  assay  information  is  available.  In  all  of  these  efforts,  there  1s 
consideration  of  the  economic  conditions  affecting  possible  development  of  potential  of 
resources.  There  is  also,  as  required,  consideration  of  impacts  to  the  national  effort 
to  develop  and  stockpile  critical   and  strategic  minerals. 

Resource  area-wide  surveys  are  desirable  for  conducting  wilderness  studies,  but  in  the 
case  of  the  Egan  studies  were  impossible  to  attain  because  of  funding  and  timeframes. 
(They  have  been  available  for  other  studies,  such  as  those  for  the  Schell  Resource  Area 
in  the  Ely  District.)  There  is  nonetheless  some  implicit  judgment  about  the  relative 
abundance  of  outside  opportunities  in  the  selection  of  the  proposed  actions  and  in  the 
statements  about   its  impacts  on  energy  and  minerals. 
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IThe  undersigned  are  totally  opposed  to  ANY  form  of  Wilderness 
designation  to  be  made  by  the  J3LM  within  the  Egan  District  of 
Eastern  Nevada. 

We  appreciate  any  and  all  help  you  can  give  on  our  behalf 
beSore  December  30,  L9&3. 
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Several    of    these    petitions    were   received    with    a   total    of 
1 19   signatures. 
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Response  Number  1 

Your  opposition  to  wilderness  has  been  noted. 
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Response  Number    L 

Your   oppoeLtlon    to  wilderness    haa   been   noted. 


December  19,  1983 

Merrill  DeSpain 
BLM  District  Manager 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada     89301 

Dear  Sir: 

Should  the  Liberty  Bell  be  sold  for  scrap  metal? 
Should  the  Yosemite  Valley  be  flooded  by  a  reservoir? 
Of  course  not.   These  are  national  treasures. 

Likewise,  the  few  remaining  unspoiled,  unscared 
areas  of  our  state  are  also  national  treasures  that 
must  be  protected  for  our  future  generations. 

I  support  all  the  recommended  wilderness  areas  in 
your  district.   Having  visited  the  Egan  and  Park 
ranges,  I  am  particularly  pleased  that  we  have  the 
opportunity  to  save  these  beautiful  mountains  from 
the  kind  of  despoliation  seen  in  so  many  other  of 
Nevada's  beautiful  areas. 

Let  us  protect  these  few  remaining  unspoiled  areas 
in  Nevada  by  designating  them  wilderness  areas. 

With  best  regards, 


£v-*~lT" 


B^p£- 

Brent  Boyer 

P.O.  Box  414 

Reno,  Nevada    89504 
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Response   Number   1 

Your   support    for  wilderness  has   been   noted. 
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Response  Number  1 

Your  support  for  the  Nevada  environmental  groups  coalition  proposal  has  been  noted. 
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COMMENT  LETTER    33 


Response  Number  1 

Your  preference  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  In  the  draft  document  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  has  been  noted. 

Response  Number  2 

No  access  would  be  closed  even  If  thLs  area  were  designated  wilderness,  since  existing 
roads  would  be  left  open  to  vehicle  travel. 

Response  Number  3 

The  BLM' s  Wl lderness  Management  Policy  states  that  "maintenance  of  existing  necessary 
rangeland  Improvements  may  be  allowed  to  continue"  ( HI.H.e.l. ) .  Mitigation 
requirements  would  not  entail  unreasonable  coats. 

Response  Number  4 

The  statements  on  page  97  and  106  of  the  draft  RMP  refers  to  new  range  Improvements 
developed  after  designation.  The  same  statement  says  that  "cost  Increases  will  be 
within  reason." 

Response  Number  5 

The  problems  of  managing  the  area  as  wilderness  are  partly  responsible  for  the 
development  of  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

Re  s  ponse  Numbe  r  6 

Page  106  in  the  Egan  Technical  Report  does  state  there  are  no  range  Improvements 
proposed .  During  the  allotment  categorLzatlon  process,  the  Rock  Canyon  Allotment  was 
designated  as  a  **C"  allotment.  Funding  of  rangeland  improvements  will  fl  rst  be 
emphasized  in  "I"  category  allotments.  As  the  funding  is  limited,  "M"  and  "C" 
allotments  would  be  scheduled  for  few,  if  any  projects.  This  Is  unrelated  to  the 
wilderness  study  area. 
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COMMENT  LETTER    34 


Response  Number   1 

Your  preference  for  a  28,600  acre  alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  In  this  document  were 
sufficient    to  adequately   address    the   environmental   Impacts. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  In  the  draft  document  for  the  Park  Range  and 
the  Rlordan's  Well  WSAs  has  been  noted.  Your  support  for  wilderness  designation  for  the 
South  Egan  Range   USA  has  also   been   noted. 


^1 


816  Lillis 

N.  Las  Vegas  NV  89030 

December  26,  1983 

Merrill  DeSpairt 
District  Manager 
Star  Route  5 
Box  1 
Ely,  NV  89803 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

I  realize  that  the  deadline  for  letters  regarding  the  wilderness 
recommendations  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area  was  the  24th,  but  I 
hope  this  letter  will  still  be  considered.   With  Christmas  and 
all,  I  just  didn't  manage  to  write  it  any  sooner. 

I  would  like  to  compliment  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  for  its 
Preferred  Alternative.   I  believe  that  you  acted  sincerely  in 
evaluating  the  potentials  for  wilderness.   The  Egan  Area  contains 
great  potential  for  wilderness.   However,  I  feel  that  certain 
additions  are  necessary  in  order  to  best  evaluate  this  area. 

First,  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  area,  it  is  important  to  combine  the 
Preferred  Alternative  and  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative. 
This  area  is  extremely  valuable  for  wilderness,  especially 
because  of  its  bristlecone  pine  and  aboriginal  site.   In 
addition,  it  has  extremely  important  wildlife  values — both 
"ordinary"  wildlife  such  as  deer  and  elk,  as  well  as  rare 
wildlife  such  as  rare  spotted  bats  and  Utah  Cutthroat  trout.   The 
area  is  extremely  important  to  hikers,  photographers,  cavers,  and 
backpackers.   Although  there  were  mineral  conflicts  in  the 
southern  part  of  the  WSA,  these  have  been  eliminated,  so  there  is 
no  reason  not  to  preserve  as  much  land  as  possible  in  this  area 
as  wilderness. 

I  would  also  recommend  you  propose  the  South  Egan  Range  as 
wilderness.   This  area  would  be  a  unique  addition  to  the 
wilderness  system  because  of  its  limestone  cliffs  and  white  fir 
forests.   Furthermore,  it  also  offers  much  habitat  for  raptors 
and  deer. 

I  would  very  much  applaud  your  recommendation  for  the  Park  Range. 
You  have  recognized  the  lack  of  resource  conflicts  and  the 
excellent  opportunities  for  wilderness  experience  in  this  range. 

Finally,  I  would  recommend  you  greatly  enlarge  your  recommended 
wilderness  for  Riordan's  Well.   It  is  important  to  complete  the 
wilderness  recommendation  in  this  area,  between  the  Forest 
Service  recommended  wilderness  and  the  proposed  Blue  Eagle 
Mountain  wilderness.   Again,  there  are  few  mineral  or  other 
conflicts  in  this  area. 

As  I  stated  above,  I  hope  this  letter  is  not  too  late  to  help 
urge  you  to  consider  expanded  wilderness  proposals.   The  Egan 


COMMENT  LETTER    34 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    34 


Resource  District  is  an  important  wilderness  resource  for 
residents  throughout  the  state  of  Nevada.   Even  if  all  the  above 
areas  were  included  in  a  wilderness  proposal,  less  than  5  per 
cent  of  the  Resource  Area  would  be  proposed  for  wilderness. 


Sincerely, 
Cheri  Cinkoske 


Response  Number  1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  EmphasLs  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  feels  that  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  In 
this    document    were    sufficient    to    adequately   address    the    environmental    Impacts. 

Response   Number    2 

Your   support    for  wilderness    for   the   South  Egan  and   Park  Range  WSAs  has   been  noted. 

Response  Number  3 

Your  support  for  an  enlarged  recommendation  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values 
In  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  I Deluding  the  scenic  areas,  raptor  habitat,  and  ponder osa 
pine ,  are  contained  wl thtn  .the  BLM's  suitable  recommendation  for  the  area.  This 
suitable  portion  still  forms  an  integral  component  of  the  Grant  Range  complex  which 
Includes    the    Blue   Eagle  WSA  and    the   Forest   Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn  Range   RARE   II   areas. 
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/>>'.,',    [Ie,k-,liir" 

Cleveland  Mfitqlits  (Ml  111  HI 
January  13,    igii'l 


Mr  .     Mi-i  r  II     I        Ill-Spain 

District  Manager 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  M,m  jqeinrul 

SR  S,  Box  1 

F  ly,  Nevada  H'HOI 

Dear  Mi  .  UeSpaln: 

I  must  apnliiqWr  fur  the  tardiness  i>l  tills  ctnnnont.   However,  I  feel  that 
there  <\rp   definite  extenuating  circumstances.   1  requested  the  Eg.m  MS,  RHP, 
and  Wilderness  Technical  Report  (WTk)  on  December  14  and  it  was  mailed  from 
Ely  that  day.   It  was  not  delivered  tn  me  until  December  27  and  already  after 
the  due  date.   It  was  not  sent  PRIORITY  mall.   The  Lahcmtan  £15,  RHP  and  HTR 
were  requested  on  December  13.   These  were  sent  PRIORITY  mall  and  arrived  on 
the  ISth. 

Technically,  ynu  can  throw  the  attached  comment  away,  disregard  It,  or 
not  even  read  It,  but  you  are  not  obi Iqed  to  do  so.   You  can  also  still  accept 
It  and  I  hope  that  you  will. 

I  feel  that  1  am  uniquely  qualified  to  comment  on  the  issue  of  wilderness 
In  northern  Nevada  as  I  am  a  member  of  fivery   responding  special  Interest  group 
except  ranchlnq.   I  am  a  professional  geologist  with  a  Master's  degree  In 
geology  and  work  experience  with  the  U.S.G.S.  (field  mapping);  Manna  Mlnlnq 
Co.   (base  and  precious  metal  exploration);  Humble  Oil  and  Refining  Co.,  now 
Exxon  (qeophys les) .   I  have  also  been  president  of  my  own  mining  company. 
Phoenix  Mineral  and  Mlnlnq  Associates,  for  ten  years.   That  company 
successfully  carried  out  precious  opal  mining  operations  at  Virgin  Valley, 
Humboldt  Co.,  Nevada,  for  two  years  as  well  as  base  and  precious  metal 
exploration  and  property  evaluation  1n  Nevada,  Alaska,  and  elsewhere.  During 
the  opal  mining  operation  we  had  the  larqest  mlnlnq  operation  1n  Humboldt 
County  according  to  the  Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines.   I  feel  that  1  am  familiar 
with  much  of  northern  Nevada  because  of  these  activities. 

Presently  I  am  Curator  of  Mineralogy  at  the  Cleveland  Museum  of  Natural 
History  and  consider  myself  a  conservationist.   I  also  do  considerable  field 
collecting  of  rocks  and  minerals  and  am  deeply  involved  with  regional  and 
national  rock-hound  organizations.   I  have  two  bad  knees  which  prohibit 
extensive  field  work  so  I  cherish  my  ability  to  drive  my  car  like  an  ORV  into 
the  most  outlandish  areas.   (I've  gone  farther  than  some  motorcycles  and 
pulled  .1eeps  out  of  bogs.)   1  am  an  Eagle  Scout  (195B)  and  have  en.ioyed 
primitive  camping  In  the  West  since  1956. 


In  addition,  my  parents  had  three  lots  on  Assateague  Island  which  were 
taken  by  the  U.S.  government  for  the  National  Seashore  there  with  what  I 
still  consider  to  be  woefully  inadequate  compensation.   There  Is  absolutely  no 
question,  however,  that  the  area  has  been  put  to  a  much  better  use  as  a 
National  Seashore  than  had  it  been  developed  In  cottaqes.   I  thorouqhly 
enjoyed  my  subsequent  visit  there. 

Possibly  I  have  written  far  too  much  about  myself  but  I  am  going  to 
propose  some  things  for  which  1  thought  1t  best  to  state  my  qualifications. 
The  most  important  is  that  I  love  northern  Nevada  very  much  and  would  consider 
it  an  honor  to  live  there.  Virtually  everyone  I  spoke  with  in  the  area  also 
cherishes  the  place,  but  most.  In  fact,  are  so  familiar  with  it  that  they  do 
not  appreciate  the  uniqueness  of  the  environment  tn  which  they  live.   In  time, 
I  think  that  they  and  their  children  will  thank  you  for  saving  some  portion  In 
a  degree  of  wilderness.   The  designation  of  wilderness  areas  seeks  to  preserve 
exactly  those  elements  of  the  environment  that  we  all  cherish,  whether  we  be 
ranchers,  miners,  rockhounds,  or  "conservationists"  (whoever  they  are). 

Finally,  I  would  like  to  especially  thank  those  who  prepared  the 
Wilderness  Technical  Report  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement.   They  have 
provided  concerned  persons  of  all  persuasions  the  facts  with  which  to  make 
informed  comment.   It  1s  deeply  appreciated.  I  hope  that  my  comments  are 
received  by  them  as  an  extension  of  the  same  theme  --  that  all  of  us  are 
tryinq  to  find  the  most  suitable  use  for  some  unique  lands  that  we  all 
cherish.   I  would  like  to  receive  any  comments  from  BLM  or  others  regarding 
this  comment.   I  also  wish  to  be  kept  Informed  of  all  matters  relating  to  BLM 
actions  on  wilderness  In  the  Ely  District. 

Sincerely 
") 


Paul   C.   Clifford  ' 
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COMMlNlS  ON  EGAN  PRAfl  RESOURCE  MANA  GF.ML  NT  Pi  AN  AND  ENVI  RONMENTAl  INPUT 
STAIfMFNI  AND  SUPPORTING  EGAN  WILDERNESS  TECHNICAL  REPORT 

The  Wilderness  Study  Arpas  (WSAs)  of  Interest  are: 

Goshute  Canyrm  ( NV-040-01 5) 
Park  Range  (NV-040-154) 
Rlorrian's  Well  (NV-040-166) 
South  Eqan  Ranqe  (NV-O40-16H) 

ttwintents  pertaining  to  all  Tour  WSAs 

All  four  of  the  areas  under  consideration  have  bepn  designated  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  (WSAs).   tinder  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  and  Federal  lands  Policy 
and  Manaqnnent  Act  (FLPMA)  of  1976,  Section  603,  these  areas  are  to  be  managed 
under  an  Interim  Management  Plan  (IMP)  which  essentially  treats  them  as 
wilderness  areas  until  Congress  designates  each  area  a  Wilderness  Area  or 
returns  the  specific  area  to  general  multiple  use.   As  a  HSA  each  area   has 
been  found  to  be  suitable  as  wilderness  under  the  Wilderness  Intensive 
Inventory.   To  delete  an  entire  area  or  portion  of  an  area  from  recommendation 
to  Congress  there  must  exist  a  documented  and  clearly  overriding  resource  or 
management  conflict.   Ties  must  be  settled  1n  favor  of  wilderness  designation. 
Those  areas  without  a  documented  significant  conflict  must  be  recommended  as 
suitable.   This  comment  will  focus  on  conflicts  cited  b~y  B"LM  for  reductions  of 
acreages  suitable  for  recommendation  to  Congress  for  Wilderness  Designation. 

Size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or 
primitive  recreation  are   mandatory  wilderness  characteristics  which  are 
splendidly  met  by  all  four^HSAsT"  Special  features,  multiple  resource 
benefits,  and  diversity  In  the  National  Wilderness  Inventory  are  additional 
(supplemental),  highly  valued,  but  not  mandatory  wilderness  characteristics. 

It  is  also  my  undersTand"ing  tbaTTdec  islons  In  California  RARE  II  disputes 
as  applied  to  WSAs  and  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals  decisions  in  Utah  and 
Arizona  mandate  that  only  man-generated  Imprints  arising  within  a  WSA  are  to 
be  considered.   Imprints  such  as  noise  and  view  1mpa1rmenT_arTs1ng  ojjt_s1jje  the 
area  are  not  to  be  considered.  Minor  Imprints  such  as  range  Improvements  do 
not  disqualify  an  area. 

Wilderness  Study  Policy  and  Planning  Criteria  Quality  Standard  4  states: 
"In  determining  whether  an  area  Is  suitable  or  unsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation,  the  BLM  wilderness  study  process  will  consider  comments  received 
from  interested  and  affected  publics  at  all  levels:  local,  state,  regional, 
and  national.   Wilderness  recommendations  will  not  be  based  exclusively  on  a 
vote  counting  majority  rule  system.   The  bureau  will  develop  its 
recommendations  by  considering  public  comment  1n  conjunction  with  Its  analysis 
of  a  wilderness  study  area's  multiple  resource,  social,  and  economic  values 
and  uses."  This  clearly  says  that  the  recommendation  isn't  a  beauty  contest. 
Informed  public  comment  pertinent  to  the  Issues  of  analysis  will  be  considered 
by  the  8LM.   Yel  at  the  end  6F  the  presenEaf.  fon  of  each  alternative  there  Is  a 
section  under  Social  Conditions  anticipating  the  local  and  nonlocal  responses 
to  the  alternative.   This  1s  very  troubling,  because  H  seeks  a  political 
solution  to  what  Is  basically  a  technical  process,  namely  determining 
suitability  of  all  or  part  of  a  WSA  for  designation  as  wilderness. 


This  is  painfully  obvious  in  the  case  of  wilderness  designation.   Ihe 
severe  changes  made  In  the  Preferred  Alternative  (as  opposed  to  the  balanced 
approach  put  forward  In  the  Mid  Range  Alternative  "C")  reqardinq  wilderness 
have  been  brought  forward,  without  BLM  comment  or  Justification,  apparently  to 
placate  certain  segments  of  the  local  community.   According  to  Wilderness 
Study  Policy  and  Planning  Criteria,  each  quality  standard  will  be  "fully 
considered  and  documented"  in  determining  recommendation  as  suitable  or 
unsuitable. 

As  BLM  chose  to  Include  the  wilderness  considerations  with  the  RMP  they 
must  still  .Justify  (document)  why  the  preferred  alternative  Is  better, 
part tcul arlysTnce  It  Is  so  different  from  the  Mid  Range  Alternative.   As  such 
the  EIS  Is  severely  If  not  fatally  flawed  as  regards  wilderness  designation 
recommendation. 

It  1s  critical  to  accurately  evaluate  potential  resource  or  management 
conflicts  to  determine  the  ultimate  suitability  of  each  Individual  WSA.   The 
Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report  (WTR)  (s  generally  an  excellent  document 
setting  forth  well  the  facts  necessary  to  make  proper  decisions.   The  most 
Important  differences  of  opinion  are  the  valuation  of  mineral  potential  and 
the  consistent  introduction  of  outside  Imprints  which  should  not  be  considered 
(see  above) . 

While  the  technical  report  Is  generally  excellent,  I  have  major 
difficulties  with  some  evaluations  of  that  report  contained  In  the  Egan  Draft 
Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS),  most 
specifically  with  regard  to  mineral  potential,  BLM  management  conflict 
concerns  with  off-road  vehicle  (ORV)  use,  and  perception  of  wilderness  value. 

The  conflict  with  ORV  use  Is  a  real  one.   Northern  Nevada  Is  one  of  the 
most  sparsely  populated  areas  In  the  entire  country.  Most  people  would 
consider  this  as  solitude  even  without  a  wilderness  tUlel   Yet,  for  about  140 
years  people  have  driven  their  wagons,  trains,  cars,  trucks  and  ORVs  hither 
and  thither  until  even  here  some  97%  of  the  Resource  area  1s  unsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation.   The  stereotyped  Nevadan  is  extremely  independent  and 
will  "drive"  (qo?)  where  he  pleases.   In  recognition  of  this  the  BLM  has 
removed  as  much  area  literally  accessible  to  ORV  users  as  possible  from  Its 
preferred  and  wilderness  emphasis  recommendations.   The  only  difficulty  with 
this  defensive  approach  is  that  new  generations  of  ORVs  are  continually 
becomlnq  available  and  even  now  1  suspect  there  Is  virtually  n_o  &re& 
absolutely  Inaccessible  to  ORVs. 

Additionally,  some  WSAs  are  severely  reduced  In  size  or  eliminated 
altogether  by  this  removal  of  areas  accessible  to  ORVs.  Fortunately,  Nevadans 
are  also  very  law-abiding  people  with  a  wel 1 -developed  sense  of  social 
justice.   They  don't  like  government  Interference  by  laws  but  usually  they 
will  comply  with  them,  particularly  if  they  are  viewed  as  reasonable.   I 
think,  In  time,  more  and  more  Nevadans  will  recognize  that  the  use  of  land  as 
wilderness  is  reasonable. 

But  what  should  the  BLM  do  in  the  meantime?  First,  one  needs  to  look  at 
the  scale  of  the  potential  problem.   The  EIS  (p.  93)  states: 

"Current  off-road  vehicle  (ORV)  use  within  the  9rei   1s  qenerally 
restricted,  by  user  choice,  to  exlstinq  roads  and  trails.   Topography,  terrain 
and  vegetation  effectively  eliminate  ORV  use  on  much  of  the  area.   In 
addition,  the  existing  roads  and  trails  provide  access  to  many  backcountry 
areas  and  the  roads  and  trails  provide  the  variety  of  challenge  sought  by  many 
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enthusiasts.   OK V  ii',c  is  low  In  c nmuar  Isim  to  tin:  size  of  the  area.   Die  Is 
estimated  at  h.OO'i  visitor  hours  per  year.   Little  damage  1s  known  to  be 
occurring  Frnm  the  current  levels  of  use  or  from  the  current  use  patterns. 
Therefore,  It  Is  assumed  that  there  ire   cuiiently  no  significant  impacts  frum 
off-road  vehicle  use  within  the  Egan  Resource  Area." 
The  EI5  (p.  IS)  also  states:' 

"Pilhltr  lands  within  the  Rpsourre  Area  must  he  designated  either  onen, 
limited  nr  rinsed  to  off-road  vehicle  use.   Constraints  on  off-road  vehicle 
u^  need  to  Dp  Based  on  identifiable  and  defendahle  concerns.  An  undefined 
"potential"  for  off-road  vehicle  use  damaqe  1s  not  adequate  Justification  for 
constraint s  cm  off-road  vehicle  use.   Dam a or  most  he  shown  to  be  occurrlno  or 
imminent" . 

This  Is  a  vety  sensible  approach  and  extends  very  well  to  ORV  manaqement 
In  wilderness  xre<i<,    and  basically  translates  "We  don't  have  a  problem  we 
cannot  document.   We  will  not  solve  problems  we  do  oot  have".   In  terms  of 
manaqement  of  OKVs  no  problem  has  been  documented  despite  a  concerted  effort 
to  define  ORV  use  as  a  problem,   therefore  ORV  use  hy  current  patterns  (see 
above)  does  not  pose  a  slqnlficant  manaqement  problem  In  the  WSAs. 

BLM  Is  required  at  present  to  manaqe  all  WSAs  to  preserve  wilderness 
values  under  existing  IMPs.  Management  Is  in   active  endeavor  according  to  mv 
dictionary  and  Involves  manipulation  to  achieve  the  desired  qoals.  Removlnq 
.ail  substantial  parts  of  a  WSA  based  on  potential  Illegal  vehicle  trespass  on 
a  scale  so  trivial  as  described  above  is  not  manaqement  of  wilderness  but 
active  abetting  of  the  destruction  of  It  which  Is  forbidden  by  the  IMP.   As 
such,  these  reductions  1n  size  are  themselves  Illegal  except  in  areas  of 
"  overwhelming  Impact.   These  exceptions  are  very,  very  rare  in  the  4  WSAs. 

I  feel  that  the  best  deflnpd  boundaries  on  the  ground  are  existing  roads 
and  fence  lines.  Conspicuous  signs  can  be  placed  when  entering,  leavinq,  or 
adlolninq  a  WSA.  Periodic  slqns  alonq  the  boundary  roads  and  at  critical 
logical  entry  points  should  be  sufficient  to  Inform  the  public  of  the  presence 
of  a  wilderness  area.   1  thlok  that  you  will  get  a  reasonable  compliance  as  a 
result  of  such  postlnq.   Boundary  effects  are  always  present  1n  any  physical 
system.   They  must  be  accented,  tolerated,  but  not  condoned.   It  is  therefore 
best  to  site  the  boundaries  such  that  the  boundary  effects  do  not  affect  core 
wilderness  values  I.e.  at  the  side  of  the  boundary  road.   Determined  ORV 
trespassers  will  Ignore  or  destroy  any  other  boundary  device  anyway,  includlnu 
topoqraphlc  barriers. 

The  real  prohlem  then  Is  what  to  do  with  the  deliberate  ORV  trespasser. 
I  would  suggest  that  fines  for  first  time  offenders  be  up  to  $100;  second 
offense,  mandatory  $500;  and  third  offense,  mandatory  $1000  and  confiscation 
of  vehicle.   The  BLM  contends  that  It  does  not  have  or  anticipate  sufficient 
manpower  to  police  such  regulations  regardless  of  desirability  or  wllllnqness. 
1  would  therefore  recommend  that  responsible  local  people  (probably  ranchers) 
be  deputized  to  enforce  these  rules  and  that  the  arresting  officer  (If  deputy 
or  citizen)  receive  75%  of  any  fine  collected.   The  BLM  should  receive  the 
other  25*  or  100%  1f  Its  own  personnel  make  the  arrest.   Such  a  system  would 
qenerate  a  strong  tncentlve  for  enforcing  compliance  from  local  citizens. 
economic  gains  to  the  local  community  from  such  a  revenue  source  would  far 
offset  any  adverse  economic  Impact  due  to  designation  of  any  of  the  WSAs  as  a 
wilderness  If  the  ORV  problem  Is  as  serious  as  Bl M  contends.' 

A  second  problem  Involves  the  evaluation  of  portions  of  the  WSAs  for 


The 


potential  mineral  production.   Ihere  appears  to  lie  a  mixture  of  terminology  In 
the  WTR  and  EIS  between  "h1gh-moderate-low"  potential  which  I  associate  with 
the  "Classification  and  Confidence"  scheme  used  In  other  BLM  EISs  and 
"high-good-speculative-low"  as  defined  In  the  WTR  Glossary.   In  fact  they 
correlate  well  high-high,  moderate=good,  low=low.   The  WTR  classification  has 
the  crucial  and  mandatory  additional  classification  of  "Speculative."   I  have 
addressed  this  "speculative"  component  In  my  comments  on  other  Wilderness 
EISs.   The  mineral  potentials  used  1n  this  comment  will  he  as  defined  In  WTR 
Glossary  (p.  114),  and  recited  below: 

MINERAL  5  POTENTIALS: 

Hlqh  Potential  -  High  potential  Is  asslqned  to  areas  that  contain  or  are 
extenslnciror  active  or  Inactive  properties  which  show  evidence  of  ore, 
mineralization  and  favorable  geologic  characteristics.  All  producing 
properties  fall  within  this  cateqory. 

Good  Potential  -  Good  potential  1s  assigned  to  areas  with  several 
qeoloqlc'characierTstlcs  Indicative  of  mineralization,  relatively  lower 
economic  value  of  past  production  and  similar  environments  out  at  qreater 
distances  from  known  ore  and  mineral  occurrences.  This  cateqory  may  include 
areas  adjacent  to  known  districts  or  In  mineral  belts. 

Speculative  Potential  -  Speculative  potential  Is  assigned  to  areas  having 
some  favorable  qeoToqlc  parameters  and  inferences  based  on  geologic  models  and 
analogies  to  known  favorable  environments.   Increasing  depth  of  alluvial  cover 
over  areas  of  potential  deposlsts  is  also  a  consideration  In  this  category, 
except  In  the  case  of  oil  and  gas  potential. 

Low  Potential  -  Low  poteotlal  Is  assigned  to  areas  that  are  outside  any 
cnnstruced"~Tav"oraEle  geologic  and  mineral  trend  projections  or  are  burled  by 
over  1,500  meters  of  alluvium  (except  oil  and  gas). 

As  defined  above,  all  areas  of  high  potential  were  excluded  durlnq  the 
Wilderness  Intensive  Survey.  No  mines  presently  active  or  inactive  are 
Included  in  any  of  the  WSAs.   The  areas  assigned  a  hlqh  or  moderate  value  In 
the  WTR  or  EIS  should  have  a  lower  classification  detailed  below. 

In  fact  the  potential  of  all  four  WSAs  to  produce  ore  at  a  profit  Is 
quite  low.   There  are  no  working  mines  1n  any  of  the  four  WSAs  as  far  as  I 
know  and  acrordlnq  to  the  WTR.  Most  of  these  areas  He  near  or  directly  In 
the  path  of  early  emmlgrant  trails  and  have  been  prospected  for  the  last  140 
years.   Nothing  of  any  real  significance  has  ever  been  found  within  them. 

There  Is  a  blq  difference  between  prospectlnq  and  developing  a  claim. 
Serious  development  1s  hard,  expensive  work.  Prospecting,  on  the  other  hand, 
can  be  anything  from  a  pleasant  diversion  to  hard  work  as  well.   I  am  not 
aware  of  any  serious  development  work  or  1 arqe  scale  mineral  prospectlnq  at 
the  present  time  1n  any  of  the  WSAs.   Given  the  stronq  work  ethic  of  most 
Nevadans  I  suspect  that  for  many  prospectlnq  Is  a  somewhat  more  socially 
acceptable  recreation  than  fishing.   Besides  there  are  more  mountains  than 
fishing  holes  in  Nevada.   The  main  point  is  that  1t  is  socially  acceptable  to 
be  "working"  at  prospecting  (rather  than  fence  mending,  say)  but  1t  1s  not  yet 
socially  acceptable  to  hike,  hlrdwatch,  or  do  other  such  silly  things. 
None-the-less,  prospecting  for  many  Is  a  means  of  getting  away  from  the 
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retiulat  routine  iimlt'r  the  qulse  of  work.   The  last.  thing  these  people  want  Is 
to  actually  find  something  which  would  demand  or  warrant  serious  development. 
That  would  lie  real  work  again)  Hut,  one  does  need  to  file  a  ctalm  now  and 
again  and  do  Hie  annual  assessment  work  (that  no  one  can  find  later)  so  that 
one's  wife  and  poors  will  take  one's  effort  seriously  and  not  Interfere  with 
one's  prospectlnq  "work"! 

Whether  by  dint  of  hard  work  or  pure  chaoce  some  people  do  make  a  valid 
discovery  of  mineral  wealth.   Such  fortunate  people  can  stake  a  valid  claim 
and  that  claim  should  be  honored.   However,  the  conditions  that  must  be  met 
are  pretty  strict.   First,  the  claim  must  be  properly  located,  stated  and 
recorded  with  both  the  county  and  BLM  In  Nevada.   The  assessment  work  must  he 
kept  current.   And,  perhaps  most  Important  and  least  honored,  there  must  be  a 
val Id  discovery. 

A  valid  discovery  of  minerals  Is  one  "where  the  evidence  Is  of  such  a 
character  that  a  person  of  ordinary  prudence  would  be  Justified  In  the  further 
expenditure  of  his  labor  and  means,  with  a  reasooable  expectation  of  success, 
to  develop  a  valuable  mine,  and  where  the  requirements  of  the  statutes  have 
been  met " . 

There  are   a  number  of  key  words  here.   Evidence  decernable  by  others 
rattier  than  hope  Is  required.   A  prudent  person,  not  a  gambler,  must  assess 
and  be  wllllnq  to  accept  the  risk  of  further  effort  be  It  labor  or  money. 
Remember,  the  law  was  written  In  1872  and  requires  either  a  10'  X  10'  X  10' 
hole  or  heading  or  Us  equivalent  or  $100  expended  on  labor  or  material 
directly  for  the  mine.   In  1872  holes  were  drilled  with  a  single  or  double 
Jack  with  some  poor  fellow  holdlnq  the  drill  steel  In  his  hands.  One  hundred 
dollars  was  about  equivalent  to  the  averaqe  working  man's  salary  for  an  entire 
year.   This  Is  the  kind  of  commitment  required  In  the  orlqlnal  law.  Our 
prudent  person  must  have  a  reasonable  expectation  of  success  In  developing  a 
valuable  mine,  i.e.,  1t  must  be  consistently  workable  at  a  profit  commensurate 
with  return  of  Investment.   It  cannot  just  be  a  hobby,  and  the  overriding 
principal  value  must  be  the  mineral  produced  not  the  recreational  value  of  the 
site.   Other  case  laws  have  developed  that  the  reasonable  return  Is  equivalent 
to  all  or  a  substantial  part  of  a  person's  annual  earnings  of  today,  say 
$10,000  profit  per  year. 

SerTous  prospectors  and  developers  holding  claims  in  these  WSAs  should 
demand  that  they  be  designated  as  suitable  for  wilderness.   If  they  aret    then 
the  IISGS  and  USBM  are  required  to  do  an  Individual  in-depth  analysis  of  each 
claim  to  determine  Its  validity.   Such  an   analysis  1s  Invaluable  to  the 
serious  claim  holder  and  anathema  to  the  hobbyists. 

There  was  once  (and  maybe  there  still  is)  a  proqram  admlnlsted  by  USBM  to 
aid  small  mine  developers  in  assessing  the  potential  of  their  property  but 
giving  the  U.S.  Government  an  equity  position  in  the  potential  production.  A 
lot  of  miners  wished  to  take  advantaoe  of  this  proqram  but  It  was  never  really 
funded  and  very  few  were  actually  helped.   Here,  anybody  with  a  claim  In  a  WSA 
gets  the  same  or  better  for  freel   If  the  claim  is  not  found  to  contain  a 
valid  discovery  then  the  serious  claim  holder  would  want  to  cut  their  losses 
and  drop  It  anyway.   Invalid  claims  should  not  affect  wilderness 
considerations. 

Additionally  1f  the  claims  are  not  filed  by  December  30,  or  whenever  the 
designation  Is  made,  the  free   market  place  has  determined  that  the  BLM 
assessments  of  moderate  and  high  potential  do  not  economically  warrant  the 


expenditure  of  effort  simply  to  file  as  the  USBM  and  USGS  will  have  to  analyze 
thr.fn  for  free. 

The  EIS  and  Technical  Report  have  been  out  for  some  months  to  tell 
prospectors  where  to  locate  additional  claims  with  a  minimum  of  effort.   I 
suspect  that  the  non-filers  are  Indeed  reasonable  and  prudent  people. 

Saleable  minerals  Include  sand,  gravel,  and  topsoll.   However,  these 
commodities  can  be  made  available  In  sufficient  quantity  in  adjacent  areas. 
The  extraction  and  potential  of  saleable  minerals  within  the  WSAs  are 
Insiqni  f leant. 

A  number  of  geoloqlc  factors  must  be  present  to  create  an  economic 
concentration  of  oil  or  gas.   There  must  be  source  rocks,  usually  martne. 
These  must  be  burled  deeply  enough  to  be  gently  heated  but  not  so  deeply  that 
the  oil  and  gas  are  subsequently  heated  to  such  a  deqree  that  they  are 
destroyed.   The  oil  and  gas  must  then  be  able  to  move  to  permeable  reservoir 
rocks  which  are  sealed  on  too  and  sides  to  prevent  the  escape  of  the  oil  or 
qas.   The  deposit  must  then  be  found  and  developed. 

Oil  and  gas  potential  Is  blmodal  In  the  Eqan  RA.   There  Is  valley  fill, 
and  various  portions  of  all  four  WSAs  centered  on  mountain  masses.   The 
geologic  history  of  the  reqlon  essentially  precludes  economic  concentrations 
of  oil  and  gas  in  the  mountain  masses.   The  conditions  above  are  simply  not 
met.   The  mountain  masses  do  not  end  at  the  topographic  break  in  slope  we  now 
observe,  but  rather  they  are  bounded  by  faults  which  may  be  some  distance, 
often  a  mile  or  more  toward  the  valley  from  the  topoqraphlc  break  In  slope. 
This  means  that  the  valley  edges  generally  belong  to  the  geologic  province  of 
the  mountains  and  hence  have  a  very  low  potential  for  oil  and  gas  production. 

The  fact  that  these  areas  are  leased  for  oil  and  gas  has  no  significance 
except  to  show  that  the  government  1s  very  shrewd  about  such  leases.  Leasees 
pay  a  set  fee  by  the  acre  for  the  entire  lease  whether  or  not  particular  areas 
within  the  lease  have  high  or  low  potential.  Often  as  much  land  of  low  or  no 
potential  1s  added  to  a  lease  as  the  traffic  will  bear.   This  happens  under 
the  guise  of  keeping  neat  boundaries,  like  township  lines,  etc.   If  you  want 
the  good  you  take  the  bad  as  well.  This  has  two  profitable  effects  from  the 
government's  point  of  view.  First,  otherwise  unleasable  land  Is  leased  at  the 
same  rate  as  higher  potential  land.   Second,  w.-re  allotments  of  the  same 
qeneral  size  can  be  leased.   Both  of  these  make  the  leasor  (BLM)  look  very 
good.  The  oil  and  gas  leases  In  all  of  the  WSAs  essentially  fall  Into  this 
category  and  should  not  be  considered  further. 

An  Indication  that  leases  do  not  intrinsically  mean  any  real  potential 
for  production  Is  seen  In  the  areas  where  the  same  ground  1s  leased  for  both 
oil  and  gas  as  well  as  geothermal.   The  two  are  essentially  mutually 
exclusive.   One  may  have  production  of  either  hydrocarbons  or  steam  from  a 
specific  site  but  not  both.  Geothermal  targets  ire   of  two  types:  1)  deep 
circulation  of  water  on  the  major  boundary  faults  mentioned  above,  and  2) 
Igneous  rocks  cooling  near  the  surface.  The  fault  type  target  usually  gives 
low  to  moderate  temperatures  presently  generally  only  suitable  for  space 
heating  or  processing.   These  are  found  associated  with  many  of  the  mountain 
masses  throuqhout  the  basin  and  range  province  so  are  not  unusual.  The  second 
type  of  geothermal  target,  cooling  igneous  rocks  at  shallow  depth  can  give 
very  high  "dry"  steam  temperatures  emlnenty  suitable  for  electrical 
generation.   The  only  significant  geothermal  area  associated  with  these  WSAs 
is  far  from  the  transportation  and  social  Infra-structure  necessary  to  warrant 
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putt  inq  II  to  « j s » *  except  for  very  local  space  heallnq  at  the  isolated  ranches. 
Such  lis*-  wmiltl  In  no  way  adversely  impflLt  wilderness. 

Ihe  FIS  implies  a  qreat  adverse  economic  Impart  due  to  wilderness 
designation  due  to  withdrawal  of  WSAs  from  mineral  entry.   This  Is  totally 
unwarranted.   Mo  larqer  mines  employing  a  number  of  penple  are  anticipated  in 
any  WSA  since  overall  projections  are   that  there  would  be  no  significant 
changes  in  area  m  lot  al  economies  whether  designated  wilderness  or  not.   One 
r-innol  rlaim  an  economic  loss  of  a  potential  resource  that  has  not  been 
Identified,  nuannnedVor  even  staKetTwUrTa  mineral  claim. 

For  example,  the  Wlnnemucca  MS(p.  3-9)  correctly  states  that  "wilderness 
designation  allows  livestock  grazing  and  range  developments  (except  for 
vegetative  manipulation).   However,  veqetatlve  manipulation  Is  a  proposed 
pro|ect  and  represents  potential  AUMs  of  forage  not  presently  used  by  the 
operator,  therefore,  denial  of  vegetative  manipulation  cannot  be  considered  a 
true  economic  Impact  to  those  operators".   The  economic  Impact  of  veqetatlve 
mjnl pul at  Ion  on  range  value  can  at  least  be  guant I  tat  1 vely  estimated  with  a 
fair  deqree  of  accuracy.   Nevertheless,  the  Impact  is  a  potential  one  since 
the  HLM  is  under  no  obligation  to  act  to  manipulate  the  veqetatlon.   This  is 
dlrpctly  analagous  to  the  unpatented  mining  claims  and  ground  not  covered  by 
claims  before  designation.   The  potential  values  contained  In  invalidated 
mining  claims,  and  certainly  any  values  associated  with  all  the  qround  not 
even  claimed,  are  not  being  currently  used  by  anyone.   Therefore,  deolal  of 
development  of  such  resources  should  they  even  exist  harms  no  one  Individually 
since  BLM  Is  not  obligated  to  act  by  staking  claims  for  "parties  unknown," 

This  is  not  an  economic  Impact  but  a  perceived  diminution  of  ^ndjviduaj 
opportunity  which  Is  a  socioloqlcal  impact.   N"o£~onp  unpatented  claim  Tn  any 
oT  the~~W"5As  has  been  validated.   Claims  can  presumably  be  staked  until 
Congress  desiqnates  the  area  as  wilderness.  Anyone  who  can  show  a  valid 
mineral  Interest  in  a  valid  mineral  claim  will  be  permitted  to  pursue  that 
economic  value  and  Is  thus  made  economically  whole.   The  likelihood  of 
certlfyinq  siqnlficant  numbers  of  valid  mintnq  claims  on  geoloqlc  parameters 
is  dealt  with  above  and  in  the  unit  analyses.   Overall  the  likelihood  is  very 
low  that  any  of  the  fraction  of  claims  certified  will  be  brouqht  to  actual 
production.   It  is  not  the  threat  of  a  claim  but  the  qround  disturbance 
associated  with  actual  development  which  is  detrimental  to  wilderness  values. 

Ihe  E!S  states  in  all  alternatives  that  wilderness  designation  will  have 
an  adverse  Impact  on  grazing  permittees  because  of  iocreased  costs  of  range 
Improvements.   However,  the  EIS  also  states  that  essentially  all  cost 
effective  range  Improvements  have  already  been  made  within  the  WSAs.   There  is 
only  one  range  Improvement  planned  In  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA.   This  well  wfll 
be  dealt  with  in  the  unit  analysis  for  the  WSA,   As  no  other  range 
Improvements  dre   planned  or  held  to  be  cost  effective  the  economic  impact  Is 
nonexistent.   There  Is  an  Inslqnlf  leant  potential  adverse  Impact  If  new  ranqe 
improvements  are  deslqned  an3~  FbunT  to  be  en  sf  effective. 

The  following  WSA  unit  analyses  will  show  that  the  sum  of  all  acreage 
found  "suitable"  under  any  of  the  alternatives  other  than  "All  Wilderness"  has 
high  wilderness  value,  Ts  manaqeable,  has  an  insignificant  impact  on  the 
minerals  and  enerqy  Industries  and  an  insignificant  economics  impact  on  the 
economy  and  social  fabric  of  the  local  area.   All  such  areas  should  therefore 
be  recommended  to  Congress  as  suitable  for  designation  as  Wilderness  areas. 
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Hark  Range  WSA  (NV-040-154) 

Size:  4726H  ac<  es 

Naturalness:  Pristine 

Solitude:  Exceptional 

Topographic  Serening:  Excel  lent 
Vegetative  Screening:  Good 

Primitive  Recreation:  Outstanding 

Special  Features:  Archaeological  sites,  ungrazed  mountain  meadows, 
raptor  eyries,  wild  horses 

Energy:  No  recorded  production 

Oil  and  Gas:  Low  potential 

Geothermal:  22,250  acres  based  solely  on  Inference 

Minerals:  No  recorded  production 

Potential:  Low  metallic  mineral  potential 
Claims:  None 

Manageahll Ity:  Said  by  BLM  to  be  manageable  under  the  preferred 
alternative 
Essentially  self  protecting 
No  private  land 
437  acre  crested  wheat  grass  seeding 

Manageable  Forest  Land:  9000  acres  or  about  2%   of  RA  resource 

Economic  Impact:  Negligible  on  all  sectors 

BLM  Perceived  Conflicts: 

Conflict  *  1:   437  acre  seeding  Is  unnatural 
BLM  Resolution:  Exclude  from  suitable  area 
Acceptability  (this  comment):  Acceptable 

Conflict  #  2:   22,250  acres  moderate  geothermal  potential 
BLM  Resolution:  Ignore  -  mitigated  by  remote  location 

and  lack  of  economic  infrastructure 
Acceptability  (this  report):  Concur  with  comment. 
This  moderate  classification  Is  too  high  to  begin 
with.  No  geothermal  activity  Is  known  1n  the  WSA. 
Classification  1s  based  only  on  Inference  and 
1s  therefore  "speculative"  potential.  Action  Is 
the  same. 

Area  To  Be  Found  Suitable:  46,831  acres  (same  as  the  preferred 
alternative) 
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Rlmlrn's  «<■!!  WSA  (NV-H4D -lbn) 

S'/e:   5/, 00?  acres 

N.Uuralness:  Very  natural 

Solitude:   Excellent 

Topoaraphlc  Screening:  Very  Good  to  Fair 
Vegetative  Screening:  Excellent- 

Primitive  Recreation:  Good  (BLM). 

Comment:  I  do  not  understand  this  rating.  The  diversity 
of  scenery  may  not  be  outstanding  but  the  opportunities 
for  primitive  recreation  are  excellent.   Scenic 
gualltles  are  excellent  In  mountainous  core  and 
throughout  Heath  Canyon. 

Sl,or1«!  Features:  Ponderosa  Pine,  wild  horses,  raptor  eyries,  elk 
and  big  horn  sheep,  especially  scenic  Heath  Canyon, 
Thunder  Cave 

Fnerqy:  No  recorded  production 

Oil  and  Gas:  Low,  no  potential 
Geothermal:  Low,  no  potential 

Minerals:  No  recorded  production 

Metallic  Minerals:  2950  acres  moderate  (BLM)  remainder 

low  potential 
Non-Metallic  Minerals:  Moderate  throughout  WSA 
Claims:  Two  blocks  -  16  In  and  near  Great  Canyon; 

47  In  the  east  central  portion;  23  along  southern 

border 

Manageability:  Said  by  BLM  to  be  manageable  under  the  Wflderness 

Emphasis  (C)  Alternative.   There  are  no  private  Inholdlngs. 
There  are  numerous  cherry  stem  routes  along  the  SE 
bench  which  pose  an  ORV  problem.   There  Is  one  proposed 
wel  1 . 

Manageable  Woodlands:   17.R92  acres  or  about  4X  of  RA  resource 

Economic  Impact:  Negligible  all  sectors 

BLM  Perceived  Conflicts: 

Conflict  #  1:  2950  acres  of  moderate  (BLM)  metallic  mineral 
potential  would  be  withdrawn  from  mineral  entry 

BLM  Resolution:  Under  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative 
1230  acres  would  be  Included  In  the  suitable  portion. 
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Hie  remahllmi  l  S?n  acre,  wmibl  In!  I)  <l  i  t.  of  7  ifiO  acres 
deemed  unsuitable  in  the  western  I  Ip 
ft*  leiitahll  i  t>  (this  comment ) :  The  "moderate"  potential 
classification  Is  too  high.   It  Is  based  solely  on  the 
presence  of  the  thrust  fault  (a  favorable  qeoloqlc 
parameter)  and  the  Jasperold  gold  deposit  model.   No 
Jasperold  1s  In  fact  known.   This  fits  the  definition 
of  "speculative"  potential  exactly.   There  Is  some 
potential  for  gold  and  tunqston  accordlnq  to  the  BLM 
because  of  mines  In  the  Troy  District  to  the  southwest. 
The  qeologlc  environments  which  host  these  ores  &re   not 
known  to  extend  or  occur  in  the  W5A.   There  are  no 
occurrences  or  prospects  In  the  WSA  (WTR  p.  63).   The 
29SO  acres  should  have  a  "speculative"  classification. 
The  entire  7360  acres,  which  has  hlqh  wilderness  values, 
should  be  returned  to  the  suitable  area.   This  area 
(7360  acres)  Is  critical  as  It  is  ad.iacent  to  a  USFS 
Presldentlally  endorsed  wilderness  area  to  the  south 
and  connects  along  the  length  of  Heath  Canyon  to  Blue 
Eagle  WSA  which  Is  recommended  preliminarily  "suitable"  In 
the  Tonapah  Draft  EIS.  Deslqnatlon  would  also  increase 
manageability  of  all  three  areas  by  making  the  total 
designated  area  more  compact. 

Conflict  I  2:  There  Is  a  proposed  stock  well  1n  the  Dry 
Basin  (also  In  the  7360  acre  area  above) 

BLM  Resolution:  Either  declare  7360  acres  unsuitable  or 
disallow  development  of  the  well 

Comment:  The  permittee  does  not  have  a  "rlqht"  to  the  well. 
It  Is  unclear  from  the  EIS  and  WTR  1f  the  proposed  well 
Is  cost  effective.   Let's  assume  that  It  Is.   The  proposed 
well  Is  only  0.75  miles  up  a  draw  Into  the  WSA.   If  the 
well  can  be  moved  downstream  It  would  soon  be  outside  the 
WSA  and  be  allowed.  Alternatively  the  well  could  be 
permitted  where  It  is  and  access  allowed  If  sufficient 
Justification  can  be  found  for  protecting  the  range  or 
wilderness  value.   This  may  take  some  creative  thinking 
on  the  part  of  those  in  favor  of  development.  The  simplest 
and  best  solution  Is  .fust  to  move  the  well  downstream  to  the 
WSA  boundary.   The  well  Is  certainly  not  .lustlf Icat Ion  for 
removtnq  7360  acres  of  prime  wilderness  from  "suitable" 
status. 

Conflict  I  3:  "Moderate"  potential  for  non-metallic  minerals 
throughout 

BLM  Resolution:  Conflict  entirely  mitigated  by  abundant 
supply,  closer  to  markets  available  throughout  the 
qenerai  area.   No  rational  or  interest  In  development. 

Comment:  I  concur. 

Conflict  *   4:  Excessive  ORV  accessibility  to  SE  benches. 
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Resolution:  Hmiovu  approximately  5900  acres  (wilderness 
emphasis)  or  5201)  acres  (preferred)  from  those 
"suitable"  for  recommendation. 

Comment:  The  boundaries  proposed  by  either  alternative  are 
within  0.25  miles  of  each  other  and  In  fact  cross.   Either 
would  be  acceptable  with  the  following  caveat.   I  feel 
that  the  best  boundary  Is  In  fact  the  boundary  road. 
It  Is  easily  defined  and  Is  unequlvlcal.   There  will 
always  be  boundary  effects  and  It  Is  best  to  keep  these 
effects  from  Impacting  core  wilderness  values.   The  area 
Is  remote  and  usage  Is  very  low.  The  deleted  area  has 
lower  (but  not  low)  wilderness  value  but  plays  a 
vital  role  as  a  buffer  zone.   See  above  for  BLM 
rational  for  controlling  ORV.   If  no  real  problem  exists, 
don't  fix  It. 

Conflict  *  6:   Potential  ORV  abuse  In  northern  portion. 

Bl M  Resolution:   In  the  BLM  preferred  alternative  the 
resolution  Is  to  delete  about  5600  acres.  In  the 
wilderness  emphasis  alternative  the  solution  Is  to 
add  about  2000  acres  to  the  WSA  Increase  manageability 
and"  solitude.  The  latter  Is  better  because  the  area 
to  the  NW  and  adjoining  the  WSA  alonq  the  lower  reaches 
of  Cold  Sprlnq  Canyon  Is  part  of  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA 
which  has  been  preliminarily  recommended  as  suitable  in 
the  Tomapah  Draft  EIS.   Including  this  aea  Improves 
manaqeabll Ity  of  both  WSAs  greatly  by  eliminating  a 
huge  reentrant  Into  the  wilderness  areas.   The 
wilderness  emphasis  alternative  should  be  adopted  for 
this  conflict. 

Summary:  The  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  area  with  the  restoration 
of  approximately  7360  acres  on  the  western  tip  of  the  USA, 
should  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  designation  as 
wilderness.   There  are  no  documented,  substantial, 
unmitigated  conflicts  with  this  action. 
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.out  ti  Eqan  Range  MSA  (NV-040-lfiH) 

il/e:  %9I6  acres 

"  naturalness:  Vrrv  natural  cnndlton.  particularly  In  tin;  high  country, 
the  center  of  the  unit  has  some  Impact  of  cherry  stew 
roads  and  rantje  Improvements . 

Solitude:  Outstanding  oiiportunl t les  are  present  In  most  of  the  WSA. 
Inpoqraphlc  Screening:  Excellent  with  rugged  mountains 

and  cl Iffs. 
Veqetatfve  Screening:  Excellent  In  the  high  country. 

Primitive  Recreation:  Outstanding  opportunities  for  recreation. 

Strongly  supported  by  the  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks. 
Hiking,  huntlnq,  nature  study,  horseback  riding,  rock 
and  technical  climbing  and  spelunking  are  excellent. 

Soeclal  Features:  Archaeological  sites,  Anqel  Cave,  brtstlecone 
pine,  Gambel's  quail,  elk,  raptors  and  massive  limestone 
cliffs  are  of  interest. 

Manaqeabi I Itv:  the  area  Is  said  to  be  manaqeable  as  wilderness 
under  either  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  or  Wilderness 
De-emphasis  Alternatives. 


Energy: 


Oil  and  Gas:  tow  potential  -  exploratory  wells  have  shown 

no  commercial  shows  of  oil  or  gas 
Geothermal :  low  potential 


Minerals:  No  active  minim;  In  the  WSA 

80?   acres  of  "high"  mineral  potential  (BIN) 
7633  acres  of  "mloderate"  mineral  potential  (BLM) 
Remainder  of  WSA  has  a  low  potential  for  minerals 
Non  metallic  mineral  potential  hlqh  In  the  Ellison 
District  (BLM) 

Forestry:  15000  acres  Is  manaqeable  woodland  3*  of  Egan  RA 
resource 

Economic  Impact:  Neqllqlule  beneficial  or  adverse  Impacts  on 
all  segments  of  economy. 

Conflicts  Perceived  by  8LM: 

Conflict  #  1:   Withdrawal  of  D02  acres  of  "high"  mineral 
potential  represents  an  adverse  Impact  to  the  mining 
commun 1 t y 
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HI  M  Resolution:  Exclude  this  are*  from  acreage  rer.o««*er«i1fHj 
suitable 

Cmnment:  The  potent  lal  assiqned  here  should  be  "quod". 
The  Ellison  District  has  only  very  small  mini's  none 
of  which  were  1 arge  producers.   All  of  the  rich  oxidized 
surface  ore  lias  been  mined  out  and  drilling  by  a  major 
company  revealed  no  new  reserves.   This  Is  the  definition 
Of  "timid  potential"  In  the  WTR  Glossary.   The  area  has 
been  excluded  under  tne  Wilderness  Emphasis  and 
Oe-lrnphasls  Alternatives.   I  concur. 

Conflict  *  2:  Withdrawal  of  7633  acres  of  "moderate" 
mineral  potential  represents  a  significant  adverse 
Ir.pact  on  the  mining  community 

HIM  Response:  Exclude  all  but  431)0  acres  of  this  area 
under  either  the  Fmphasls  or  Oe-Emphasfs  Alternatives. 

Cufflttent:  The  proper  mineral  potential  classification  for 
this  acreage  is  "speculative."  There  are  no  known 
mineral  occurrances  or  even  particularly  favorable 
qenlnqy.   Past  mining  Is  some  miles  away.   No  models 
even  predict  economic  deposits  here.   All  the  known  ore 
controls  are   well  to  the  north.   Mlnfnq  of  a  non 
existent  resource  will  not  extend  Into  this  43"f50 
acre' arpa . 

Conflict  *  3:  Potential  OVR  management  problems  on  cherry 
stem  mads  fnto  the  Interlor-particularly  in  the  Sheep 
Pass  Canynn  Area. 

BI.M  Resolution;  Condemn  the  entire  WSA  and  deem  the  entire 

WSA  unsuitable  for  designation  under  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

Comment:  The  BLM  resolution  of  this  conflict  cannot  be 

Justified  by  documentation.   Under  the  Wilderness  Emphasis 
Alternative  there  are  no  remotely  significant  conflicts  with 
anything  but  ORV  manageability.   Even  the  De-Emphasis 
Alternative  found  the  "Impenetrable"  16000  acres  In  the 
north  acceptablel   The  de-emphasis  alternative  finds  any  resource 
conflict  significant  and  throws  the  area  out. 

As  to  ORV  manageability,  the  BLMs  own  study  found  no 
current  slqnificant  Impacts  and  therefore  no  current  need 
of  remedies  to  ORV  abuse.   How  then  can  &n   entire  WSA, 
two-thirds  of  It  fnaccessable  to  ORVs  be  thrown  out  on  the 
basis  of  potential  ORV  abuse!   The  solution  Is  very  close 
at  hand  in  any  event.   Should  ORV  abuse  actually  occur  then 
RLM  has  the  authority  and  the  obligation  to  restrict  OVA 
access  under  either  the  IMP  or  Wilderness  Management  Program. 
The  penetrating  roads  can  be  closed  to  all  but  permittees 
and  BLM  vehicles.   This  can  be  done  easily  where  the  roads 
enter  the  narrow  defiles  to  breach  the  rldqe. 

BLM  claims  there  Is  no  current  abuse  and  that  none  Is 
anticipated  In  the  RA.   The  remedy  for  potential  abuse  Is 
readily  at  hand  and  Is  Inexpensive.  Measures  were  outlined 
In  the  qeneral  comments  about  deliberate  ORV  trespasses. 
This  Is  a  bogus  excuse  for  the  reduction  of  Wilderness 
acreage.   Very  rpal  concerns  affect  much  of  the  acreage 
removed  from  the  WSA  under  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative. 
This  reduction  can  perhaps  be  justified.   The  obliteration 
of  the  WSA  cannotl 

The  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  should  be  adopted 
(with  roads  closed  to  all  but  permittees  If  necessary). 
The  57,660  acres  should  be  recommended  to  Conqress  as 
suitable  for  Wilderness  Designation. 


Goshute  Canyon  WSA  (NV-04U-01S) 

Size:  3b, 594  acres 

Naturalness:  One  would  perceive  the  WSA  to  be  In  a  natural  condition 

Sol Itude:  Out  stand Inq 

Topoqraphlc  Screenlnq:  Excellent.   The  mountains  are 

steep,  ruqged  and  dissected  with  many  canyons 
Veqetatlve  Screenlnq:  Good-mostly  mixed  conifer 
and  plnyon/.lunlper  forest  cover  on  mountains 

Primitive  Recreation:  Outstanding-spelunking  In  Goshute  Cave, 
fishing  for  Utah  cutthroat  trout,  hunting  deer  and 
grouse,  high  scenic  qualities,  nature  photography, 
hiking,  camplnq,  backpacking  and  winter  sports 

Special  Features:  Outstandlnq  scenerv,  brlstlecone  pine,  wild 
horses,  archaeoloqlcal  sites,  Goshute  Cave,  elk, 
spotted  bats,  Utah  cutthroat  trout,  Goshute  Canyon 
Natural  Area 

Manageability:  Said  by  BLM  to  be  manaqeable  under  the 
Preferred  Alternative  coverlnq  22,225  acres  or 
under  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative 


Energy: 


OjJ  and  Gas  -  potential  1s  low 
TJeothermaf  -  low  except  1n  extreme  SE 

Minerals: 

5731  acres  classified  as  "high"  mineral  potential 
by  BLM  and  18,733  acres  of  moderate  mineral 
potential  Including  a  jasperlod  prospecting 
target 

The  remainder  has  a  low  mineral  potential 

Forestry:  5600  acres  of  manageability  (1.2%  of  RA  resource) 
Economic  Impact:  Negligible  favorable  or  adverse  all  segments 
Conflicts  Perceived  by  BLM: 

Conflict  #  1:  Withdrawal  of  5731  acres  of  "hlqh"  mineral 

potential  would  constitute  a  significant  adverse 

Impact  on  the  mining  community 
BLM  Resolution:  Withdraw  this  area  from  the  acreage 

deemed  "suitable"  under  all  alternatives  other  than 

all  wilderness 
Comment:  The  area  under  discussion  contains  no  working 

mines,  past  mines  or  current  prospects 
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Ihpse  were.  «11  deleted  during  the  Intensive  Inventory. 
Hie  5/31  acres  are  however  of  "good"  potential  bet ause 
they  are  adjacent  to  the  active  mining  areas,  and 
have  some  favorable  geologic  characteristics,  but 
are  at  some  distance  from  the  nroriuclno  areas. 
The  subject  acreage  has  only  a  "good"  potential 
but  It  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  suitable 
acreage. 

Conflict  *2:  There  Is  a  .lasperlod  prospectfnq  taroet 
for  a  disseminated  gold  deposit  1n  the  south  central 
portion  of  the  USA. 

BLH  Resolution:  This  prospect  has  been  thorouobly 
explored  and  drilled  and  an  exploitable  deposit 
was  not  found  and  the  claims  were  dropped. 

Comment:  The  area  can  now  be  safely  assigned  a 
potential  value  of  "speculative"  at  best,  not  the 
"good"  or  "moderate"  values  assigned  by  the  fllM. 
The  exploration  has  shown  that  an  economic  deposit 
is  not  there  with  considerable  confidence.   I 
concur  that  the  presence  of  the  Jasperold  can  be 
ignored  in  this  case. 

Conflict  *  3:  Withdrawal  of  18,733  acres  of  moderate 
mineral  potential  represents  a  significant  adverse 
Impact  to  the  mining  community. 

BLM  Resolution:  Withdraw  the  southern  portion  (13.361  acres) 
from  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  under  the  Preferred 
Alternative  and  8500  acres  In  the  southern  portion  In  the 
Wilderness  Fmphasls  Alternative. 

Comment:  The  subject  acreage  Is  far  removed  (up  to  5  miles) 
from  the  active  mining  properties.  The  specific  ore 
controls  important  within  the  Cherry  Creek  District 
are  well  known  and  have  been  essentially  explored. 
These  controls  do  not  extend  Into  the  area  in  question, 
At  best  this  acreage  should  have  a  "speculative" 
potential  rating  and  some  if  not  all  should  be  restored 
to  the  acreaqe  found  "suitable." 

Conclusions:  Approximately  8500  acres  In  the  southern 
portion  of  the  WSA  should  be  withdrawn  because  of 
mineral  conflicts.  The  remainder  of  the  WSA  has  been 
found  to  be  manageable  under  either  the  Preferred 
or  Wilderness  Alternatives.  Exclusion  of  this 
area  essentially  removes  all  conflict  of  potential 
economic  mineral  production.  No  acres  of  genuine 
"high"  or  "qood"  mineral  potential  as  defined  In  the 
Glossary  of  the  WTR  remain  In  the  area  proposed  as 
suitable.  As  a  result,  the  ammended  Goshule  WSA  (less 
the  8500  acres  mentioned  above)  should  be  recommended 
to  Congress  as  suitable  for  Wilderness  designation. 
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Portions  of  all  four  WSAs  should  be  recommended  as  suitable  for 
Wilderness  Designation.   There  are: 

GoshutP  Canyon  WSA  (NV-O40-OTS]  ?7,094  acres 

Park  Range  WSA  (NV-040-154)  46,831  acres 

Rforden's  Well  WSA  (NV-404-166)  53,091  acres 

South  Egan  Range  WSA  (NV-404-168)  57,660  acres 

Total       184,676  acres 

In  the  185,000  acres  more  or  less  there  are  no  substantiated  unmitigated 
stgnafkant  adverse  Impacts.   There  are  no  "high"  or  "good/moderate"  mineral 
potential  lands  In  the  proposed  acreage  and  therefore  no  slqniflcant  adverse 
impact  on  the  mlnlnq  community.  There  are  no  0RV  management  problems  which 
cannot  be  simply  remedied.   In  short,  on  this  acreaqe,  there  are  no  overriding 
conflicts  and  these  portions  of  the  four  WSAs  must,  according  to  the  law,  be 
suggested  to  Congress  as  suitable  for  designation  as  Wilderness  Areas  under 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 


Response  Number  1 

The  social  conditions  sections  In  the  draft  F.IS  were  never  meant  to  provide  a  political 
solution.  Social  and  economic  Impacts  are  just  one  of  the  many  criteria  that  needed  to 
be  addressed  before  a  decision  was  made  on  the  Proposed  Action.  Refer  to  Appendix  A  for 
a  list  of  these  criteria. 


Response  Number  2 

The  Draft  RHP/E1S  Ls  a  document  designed  to  help  the  manager  make  decisions  by 
presenting  a  range  of  alternatives  and  analyzing  their  impacts.  A  draft  document  should 
not  Justify  any  alternative.  It  la  up  to  the  manager  to  choose  the  proposed  action  from 
the  Information  presented  In  the  draft. 


Response  Number  3 

The  0RV  manageability  Lssue  stemmed  from  the  BLH's  manageability  criteria  In  the  study 
policy.  This  crlterLa  was  applied  In  formulating  the  alternatives.  Carrying  It  Into 
the  body  of  the  EIS  caused  confusion  as  It  did  not  really  belong  In  an  environmental 
analysis  document.  Reference  to  manageability  has  been  deleted.  The  Affected 
Envt  ronment  and  the  Envi  ronmental  Consequence  chapters  have  been  rewrt  tten  to  more 
accurately  reflect  reasonable  ORV  use  In  the  long  term.  We  have  attempted  to 
1 n corporate  your  concerns  In  thl s  re vi si  on. 

Response  Number  A 

The  alternatives  were  formulated  to  present  a  broad  spectrum  for  analysis  purposes.  The 
fact  that  areas  may  have  been  excluded  under  certain  alternatives  because  of 
manageabl 11 ty  concerns  In  no  way  reflects  the  area1 s  management.  All  WSA' s,  In  total 
continue  to  be  managed  under  the  Interim  Management  Policy  until  Congress  either 
designates  or  releases  an  area  from  wilderness  consideration. 

Response  Number  5 

The  definitions  for  mineral  potential  listed  In  the  Wilderness  Technical  Report  have 
been  supplanted  by  the  same  "Classification  and  Confidence"  scheme  used  In  other  BLM 
EIS's.  All  analyses  of  mineral  potential  contained  In  the  Technical  Report  ls  based  on 
this   latter   scheme,    and   this   document   carries    the   appropriate   definitions. 

Response   Number  6 

The  BLM  recognizes  that  the  presence  of  oil  and  gas  leases  does  not  indicate  potential 
for   oil   and   gas. 

Response   Number   7 

The  mineral  impact  sections  In  the  Final  EIS  have  been  revised  to  analyze  Impacts  on 
mineral   development   In  a  more    reallstLc   site   specific  manner. 

Response   Number   8 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  in  the  draft  document  for  the  Park  Range  is 
noted. 

Response   Number   9 

The  BLM's  wilderness  Inventory  indicated  that  the  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation 
are  quite  good,  but  they  are  not  considered  outstanding.  The  inventory  did  indicate 
that    the   opportunity   for   solitude   was  outstanding. 

Response  Number  10 

The  mineral  Inventory  to  be  conducted  by  the  USGS/BM  will  supply  more  accurate  minerals 
Information    for    this   WSA. 
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Response  Number   11 

The  removal  of  the  7,360  acres  on  the  west  Bide  of  the  WSA  from  the  Proposed  Action  was 
based  on  the  potential  of  the  area  for  mineral  resources,  not  because  of  a  potential 
well   development. 

Response  Number  12 

ManageabllL ty  concerns  and  lower  wilderness  values  combine  with  potential  for  oil  and 
gas  to  exclude  the  east  valley  part  of  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA  from  several  of  the 
partial  wilderness  alternatives,  Including  the  Preferred  Alternative  In  the  draft 
document . 

Response   Number   13 

Your  preference  for  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft  document  for  the 
Rlordan's  Well   WSA  has    been   noted. 


Response   Number    14 

Additional  information  suggests  potential  for  a  mineable  subsurface  deposit, 
combination  with  the  revised  definitions  of  mineral  potential,  warrants 
potentLal   rating. 


This,  in 
a  "high" 


Response  Number  15 

The  revised  definitions  of  mineral  potential  allow  for  thl3  rating.  Information  from 
claim   holders    further    substantiate    the    fLndlngs. 

Response   Number   16 

Your  preference  for  the  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft  document  to  the 
South   Egan  Range   WSA  has   been  noted. 

Response  Number   17 

The  jasperotd  prospect  mentLoned  has  definitely  been  drilled  by  Am6elco  Minerals  and 
they  have  dropped  this  area  from  further  consideration.  It  may  be  however,  that  a 
smaller  company  could  still  be  Interested  In  the  area.  It  Is  felt  that  further  study  of 
the  area   Is   warranted   and   no  change   In  mtneral   classification   needs    to   be   made. 

Response   Number   16 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  has  determined  the  four  alternatives  analyzed 
were   sufficient   to  adequately   address    the   environmental   Impacts. 
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Response   Number   1 


Your   support    for  wilderness   has   been   noted. 


9745  Lamar  Street 
Spring  Valley,  GA  92077 
November  22,  1983 

Mr,  Merrill  DeSpain 
Ely  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89703 

Dear  Mr .  DeSpain: 

1  wish  to  make  comment  concerning  the  possible  desig- 
nation of  certain  areas  as  wilderness  within  the  Egan 
Resource  Area.   Let  me  first  express  my  appreciation  for 
the  wildernesses  already  established  in  your  district.   Land, 
a  finite  asset,  cannot  be  restored  to  its  original  form  once 
its  pristine  state  has  been  violated.   For  that  reason,  the 
concept  of  wilderness  is  vital  in  this  day  of  rapid  despoliation 
of  the  land  that  one  can  see  in  virtually  every  corner  of  our 
country. 

1  wish  to  make  the  following  brief  remarks : 

-  Goshute  Canyon  unquestionably  merits  consideration  as 
a  wilderness  and,  in  my  opinion,  there  should  be  no 
hesitation  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  so 
recommending  it. 

-  Riordan's  Well  has  been  recommended  as  wilderness 
but  not  at  an  acreage  level  commensurate  to  realize 
its  full  potential.   Since  it  is  an  important  bird 
raptor  location,  the  37,  542  acres  currently  in  the 
recommendation  ought  to  be  enlarged. 

-  The  South  Egan  Range  has  not  been  recommended  but 
should  be.   It  appears  comparable  to  Riodan's  Well 
in  its  wildlife  assets  and  really  should  not  be  left 
out  as  a  wilderness  area. 

Thank  you  for  your  kind  attention  to  this  letter. 

Sincerely  yours, 


M^t ) 


Ward  T.  Donley 
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Response   Number   1 

Your    support    tor    the    Goshute    Canyon,    Rlordan'a    Well,    and    the    South    Egan    Range    WSAb    as 
wilderness   has   been   noted. 


Dec.  17,  1983 


Mr. 


Merrill  L.  DeSpain 
District  Manager  B.L.M. 


Ely 

S.R.  5,  Box  1 

Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpaini 

Thank  you  for  mailing  me  the  Draft  Egan  Resource  Management  Plan  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement.   In  general  I  liked  the  manner  in  which 
the  different  values  were  treated,  and  felt  that  much  of  the  bias  I  had 
encountered  in  earlier  statements  had  been  eliminated.   However,  I  still 
do  not  favor  the  Preferred  Alternative,  but  would  like  to  lend  my 
support  to  Alternative  B,  which  gave  a  more  reasonable  treatment  to  all 
the  multiple  use  values  ,  balancing  those  of  the  U.S.  Public  at  large 
against  those  of  local  vested  interests.   I  somewhat  favored  Alternative  E, 
but  believe  that  its  implementation  would  be  very  hard  to  achieve.   If 
Alternative  E,  the  elimination  of  livestock  grazing  from  public  lands 
—  an  alternative  entirely  possible  since  the  land  is  public — were  to  be 
accomplished,  then  some  alternative  program  should  be  funded  for  those 
livestock  operators  who  would  be  forced  out  of  business  due  to  the  action. 
Such  an  alternative  Drogram  was  not  mentioned;  and,  so.  widespread  discontent 
would  result.  Alth'ough  I  dare  say  that  the  naive  Indian  who  had  a  life- 
style distinct  from  that  of  the  white  was  given  no  such  genteel  considera- 
tion when  the  white  largely  displaced  him  and  his  way  of  life  from  the 
land  which  was  his  birthright. 

The  following  are  my  specific  comments  to  the  Drafti 

p.  7.  Alternative  E.   Social  Analysis  i   This  is  said  to  be  a  significantly 

adverse  impact  and  it  is  true  that  it  would  stir  things  up  quite  a  bit, 

yet  I  wonder  whether  its  end  result  would  not  be  better  for  the  majority 

of  the  U.S.  citizens,  tar   it  would  mean  that  they  would  have  to  face 

up  to  the  harsh  reality  of  what  puolic  livestock  overgrazing  is  doing 

to  our  marginal  desert  lands.   Perhaps  if  they  faced  up  now  and  such  a 

drastic  measure  as  Alt.  E  was  taken,  a  better  way  of  life  would  emerge 

and  catastrophy  would  be  averted.   This  would  require  a  government 

with  considerable  foresight,  however,  and  the  means  to  accomplish 

this  change  by  developing  new  and  imaginative  lifestyles. 

Ch.Ii   Planning  Issues  and  Criteria. 

Purpose  and  Needi   3rd  P.,  beginning"   I  disagree  with  the  overall 
purpose  of  the  resource  management  planning  process  as  stated"  "to  improve 
the  resources  of  the  resource  area  which  would  result  in  increased  goods 
and  services  to  the  public  land  users  and  general  public."   This  overlooks 
the  goal  of  the  preservation  of  inherent  natural  values,  and  discounts 
them  as  being  of  little  or  no  value.   Too  often  it  is  only  after  such 
existing  non-money  producing  values  are  gone  that  we  realize'  their 
overriding  value  both  to  society  and  in  and  o*  'themselves. 
3rd  P,  ending'  There  needs  to  be  a  well-thought  out  and  long-term  balance 
between  multiple-use  and  sustained  yield  and  the  ecological,  etc.,  values, 
so  that  use  doeB  not  become  abuse  and  Borne  expression  of  the  native 
ecosystem  itself  is  allowed  to  manifest  itself. 

p.  12.  Setting'  2nd  Pi  Tourisa  indicates  the  importance  of  the  area  to 
the  general  public.   Often  this  is  greatly  underestimated  for  no  tally 
is  kept  of  all  the  visitors  to  the  area  or  the  vicarious  appreciation 
that  the  public  feel  for  it.   This  value  should  not  be  underestimated 
in  its  importance  for  it  affects  the  very  quality  of  human  life. 
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Criteria  Upon  Which  The  Selection  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  and 

Planning  Decisions  Will  Be  Based 

P.  13,  2nd  Pi  You  should  mention  the  preserving  of  values  or  qualities 

rather  than  speaking  only  of  uses. 

4th  Pi  Good. 

P.  I'M  Criteria  Guiding  the  Development  of  Alternatives. 

let  Pi  Protection  Parameter!  I  favor  this  statement  as  set  forth.  I 

think  the  natural  values  such  as  wilderness,  wild  horses,  and  wildlife 

--and  the  former  is  a  part  of  the  latter — should  outweigh  in  importance 

the  livestock  usage  of  the  land.   This  would  be  fairer  to  all  the 

people  of  the  United  States. 

I  disfavor  the  Development  Parameter. .. in  general  I  favor  the 
protection  parameter  in  the  Wilderness  Designation  and  other  use  aspects. 
P.  15.  ORVi  There  is  a  great  need  to  restrict  ORV'a  in  the  desert  environ- 
ment.  Mineral  Resources  Enanagementi  There  is  a  great  need  to  address'  tthe 
environmental  impact  of  mining  activity  upon  the  desert  ecosystem. 

Ch.  2,  Alternatives. 

Of  the  6  presented  I  favor  Alternative  B.   I  think  it  is  a  fairer  balance 

among  the  various  uses  and  values  represented  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area. 

And.  although  I  am  partial  to  E,  I  think  it  would  prove  unrealistic  at 

this  time. 

Preferred  Alternativei 

Realty  Management!  I  object  to  the  disposal  of  so  much  public  land  in  the 

5  zones  and  believe  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  land  in  public  hands 

in  most--but  not  all — cases. 

Wilderness  Study  Areas 

P.  24,  a.  Goshute  Canyoni   Too  much  acreage  has  been  deleted  here.   This 

would  be  a  detriment  ot  the  integrity  of  the  wilderness  area.   Furthermore, 

Many  of  the  spoiling  factors  would  be  erased  with  time  and  wilderness 

qualities  restored,  if  the  areas  were  declared  as  wilderness. 

d.  South  Egan  Range.   I  find  the  exclusion  of  this  area  unacceptable.   This 

is  a  splendid  area.   Most  of  the  objections  you  mention  could  be  overcome 

were  the  area  declared  wilderness  for  the  same  reason  mentioned  under 

Goshute  Canyon. 

P.  26.  Alt.  Bi  I  do  not  agree  with  managing  the  wild  horse  herds  at  their 

1982-83  levels,  as  these  are  far  short  of  those  which  would  result  form 

the  horses  natural  place  in  the  desert  ecosystem.   I  think  that  maintaining 

them  at  this  level  would  result  in  a  wild  horse  population  that  is  frustrated 

in  its  attempts  to  come  to  terms  with  its  environment  and  fill  a  vacant  . 

niche  which  exists  for  it  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area  as  elsewhere  in  Nevada 

and  for  which  it  is  preadapted  (referring  to  the  long  prehistory 

of  equids  in  North  America). 

P.  27.  6.   I  approve  of  the  plan  for  wild  fires... some  fire  should  be 

allowed  to  burn  in  order  to  renovate  the  land  and  allow  for  a  greater 

variety  of  habitat  types  and  therefore  niches  for  a  greater  variety  of 

organisms. 

7.  I  also  agree  with  the  reintroduction  of  antelope  into  their  historic 

ranges  and  to  the  reintroduction  of  elk — but  for  this  to  occur  the  reduction 

of  livestock  grazing  would  certainly  have  to  be  more  than  a  "paper  tiger." 

Realty  Management'   I  favor  not  disposing  of  land  in  "wildlife  habitat 

or  in  a  wild  horse  herd  management  area"' but  by  wildlife  do  you  only 

mean  game  species?  Also,  you  should  look  with  an  eye  to  the  potential 

wildlife  habitat  of  these  various  area3.   — Certainly  all  land  is 

potential  wildlife  habitat  for  these  various  areas,  when 

allowed  to.  its  own  course.   The'  question  isi  where  would  it  have  the 

best  chance  to  continue  in  largest  units  of  continuity  and  with  the 

greatest  degreej  of  habitat  diversity. 
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P.  27.  Wilderness  Study  Areaai   I  very  much  favor  the  designation  of  all 

4  WSU's  in  their  entirety.  These  4  are  already  greatly  reduced  from  those 

originally  possible  and  should  be  declared  in  their  entirety  in  order  to 

adequately  represent  the  wilderness  value  and  all  the  various  desert 

habitat  types.   (  I  am  especially  upset  by  the  elimination  of  the  South 

Egan  Range  from  the  preferred  alternative.) 

Alt.  C. 

P.  30i   Realty  Management.  I  object  to  the  disposal  of  this  much  land. 

Alt.  D. 

P.  32i  Management  Action 

2.  These  are  too  many  vegetative  conversions. 

4.  Cutting  the  wild  horse  herd  back  to  such  a  low  level  is  not  at  all 
acceptable  to  me.   Thi3  is  not  a  fair  representation 
of  the  wild  horse  population  on  public  lands. 
P.  33.   Long-Term  Actions 

3.  This  is  not  fair  multiple-use,  but  is  dominant  livestock  use. 

P.  34.   W.S.A.'si  la.  Goshute  Canyoni   This  is  a  beautiful  area  with 
exceptional  solitude  which  should  be  protected  as  wilderness,  not  dropped 
from  consideration. 
Alternative  E 
Management  Action 

6.  You  say  prescribed  burns  would  enhance  wildlife  and  wild  horse  habitats- 
but  my  question  is  which  wildlife?  Many  non-game  species  thrive  in 
bushy  or  forest  habitat,  i.e.  owls,  song  birds,  and  depend  on  the 
pinyon  nut  and  other  food  sources  here.   These  deserve  equal  consideration. 
P.  36.  Realty  Management 

1.   How  is  it  known  that  these  lands  are  not  in  wildlife  habitat?  Again 
are  we  considering  only  game  animals? 

Wilderness  Study  Areas!   I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  designating  these  4  WSA't 
in  their  entirety.   These  are  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  total  resource 
area  and  deserve  further  study.   Enough  will  be  dropped  by  the  time 
Congress  gets  around  to  declaring  Nevada's  wilderness,  without  major 
surgery  at  the  initial  stage. 
P.  38.  Wild  Horses 

How  will  the  1971  herd  areas  be  determined.   I  hope  not  siitply  by  talking 
to  ranchers.  Also,  I  would  like  to  know  how  the  wild  horses  can  be  both 
free  and  restricted  to  these  herd  areas.   If  they  are  free  then 
they  are  distributing  their  grazing  pressure  more  equitably.  Do  you 
allow  the  wild  horses  to  shift  their  distribution  over  time  according  to 
their  nomadic  life  style. 
P.  39.  Selective  Management 

To  what  extent  are  these  judgements  of  current  satisfactory  or  unsatis- 
factory arbitrary  and  what  are  the  long-term  trends? 
P.  43.  9.   I  favor  the  exception  of  riparian  areas  from  vegetative 
conversion. 

P.  44.  1  protest  the  use  of  vegetative  conversion  requiring  herbicides, 
which  can  have  major  detrimental  impact  on  many  organisms  in  the  desert 
community. 

Ch.  3.   Affected  Environment 

Wildlife.  P.  61.   Mule  Deer.   Nevada's  Dept.  of  Wildlife's  bucks  only  hunt- 
ing upsets  the  stability  of  the  deer  population,  killing  off  the  fittest 
male  members  of  the  population,  resulting  in  increased  productivity 
each  year,  but  little  long  term  stability  and  co-adaptiveness  of  the 
population  to  its  environment. 

P.  62.   Bighorn  Sheep.   These  animals  contract  disease  from  domestic 
sheep, which  should  be  lessened  or  excluded  from  areas  of  bighorn  introduc- 
tion. 
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Aquatics.  P.  6>i.      It  is  important  to  protect  the  White  River  Speckled  Dace 
and  Hountain  Sucker,  remnant  native  fish  that  show  much  about  adaptation 
to  the  high  desert.  Strict  measures  are  needed  to  assure  their  survival. 
Wild  Hor_Bes.  P.  66.  This  competition  between  wild  horses  on  the  one 
hand  and  wildlife  and  livestock  on  the  other  is  misleading  as  stated. 
The  wild  horse  is  wildlife,  adapting  to  the  natural  scene.  The  livestock 
are  set  out  on  the  range  and  artificially  propped  up  by  man.  They'  are 
the  chelif  problem  in  Nevada's  desert  ecology. 

The  problems  that  the  wild  horses  will  face  in  the  future  can 
be  circumvented  by  proper  actions  in  the  present,  and  by  enforcement 
of  regulations  anJ  assurance  of  watering  rights  and  unrestricted  move- 
ment.  I  racommend  tha  BLM's  using  trade-off  agreements  to  effect  this. 
After  all,  it  is  a  privilege  for  livestock:  to  graze  on  the  public  lands 
whereas  the  wild  horses  have  a  right  to  do  so. 

Wilderness.  P.  70.   Large  contiguous  areas  of  wilderness  preservation 
are  important  for  the  preservation  of  life  communities  intact. 
P.  72.   Social  Analysis. 

Since  the  Egan  Resource  area  is  85$  public  land,  the  entire  U.S.  public 
should  have  a  proportionate  say  in  what  happens  to  this  land. 
P.  73.   There  are  other  more  important  values  at  stake  here  than  more 
beef.  The  meat  industry  is  already  causing  serious  health  and  ecological 
problems  and  habitat  destruction  right  in  our  own  country  and  on  a  world 
scale. 
P.  Livestock  Grazing  is  a  privilege  not  a  "right." 

I  would  also  oppose  this  massive  sell-off  of  public  lands. 
P.  7't.   The  local  citizens  should  also  have  some  regard  for  the  natural 
values  at  stake  here.   "Traditional  Nevadan  antipathy"  for  the  federal 
government  and  the  wilderness  program  is  true  for  vested  interests,  but  not 
necessarily  for  the  majority  of  Nevadans,  nor  Americans. 
Ch.  4.  Environmental  Consequences. 

Introduction.   P.  91.   It  is  an  oversight  to  think  that  the  environmental 
impacts  to  air  quality,  soil,  and  ground  and  surface  water  are  not  consid- 
ered to  be  significant.   Even  the  maintenance  of  the  level  of  livestock 
grazing  as  proposed  in  the  preferred  alternative  will  continue  to 
aggravate  a  worsening  condition  of  water  depletion  and  soil  erosion. 
Much  of  the  dust  that  is  blown  off  the  desert  ends  up  in  the  high 
atmosphere , where  it  definitely  does  affect  the  air  quality-and  on  a 
world  scale! 

P.  93.   Are  you  sure  that  little  damage  is  occurring  from  ORV'3?  I  doubt  it 
Determination  of  Significant  Impacts.   The  resource  specialist  should  not 
be  influenced  by  public  opinion  when  it  comes  to  judging  trends  and 
impacts  to  desert  ecology. 

The  10#  figure  for  judging  significant  Impact  seems  arbitrary)  but  is 
at  least  consistent  for  most  ol  your  categories. 

P.  9^.   Wild  Horses!   For  a  herd,  I  would  recommend  more  like  100  as 
the  minimum  level — and  even  this  would  be  too  small,  in  my  opinion. 
P.  95.  Economics.   The  percentage  figures  here  are  smaller  than  for  other 
natural  values.   I  think  instead  of  accepting  the  status  quo  lifestyles, 
the  government  should  attempt  to  develop  alternative  lifestyles  which  would 
be  more  compatible  with  the  other  desert  qualities  here. 
Visual  Resources!   I  approve  of  your  criteria  for  Visual  Resources. 
PREFERRED  ALTERNATIVE!   Wild  horseB  and  wildlife  should  benefit  in  the 
same  proportion  as  livestock  from  any  range  improvement.   But  be  careful 
you  do  not  overlook  vital  components  of  the  desert  ecosystem  which  may 
not  thrive  with  these  "improvements." 

P.  96-99.  Wild  Horsesi   Very  important  to  preserve  distinctive  character- 
istics by  preserving  the  stallions  and  the  breeding  mares.   It  is  not 
acceptable  to  me  that  herd  viability  would  decline. 

I  would  like  to  know  how  you  know  just  how  few  wild  horses  are 


injured,  including  all  those  that  are  chased  and  may  become  lame  and  go 
off  in  the  desert  to  suffer  or  die.  I  have  seen  these  escapees^  or  sur- 
vivors, limping  along  scared  out  of  their  wits  by  a  recent  BLM  helicopter 
roundup. 

P.  101.  Wilderness.  This  proposed  reduction  is  excessive  since  the 
wilderness  areas  are  already  small  enough  before  being  further  reduced. 
P.  102.  The  dropping  of  the  Egan  WSA  is  certainly  an  oversight  due  to  the 
area's  vastness,  natural  solitude  and  wilderness  characteristics. 
Conclusion.   I  agree  that  a  significant  adverse  impact  is  incurred 
by  dropping  the  Egan  WSA. 

P.  102-3.  Minerals  and  Energy.   I.  really  doubt  that  in  the  overview  the 
loss  of  these  WSA's  from  mining  would  be  significant  to  the  industry 
wKjcK  *„'  has.  access  to  the  large  majority  of  public  lands  already 
--  and  more  than  enough  to  exploit. 

P.  103.   Social  Analysis.   The  view  by  ranchers  that  the  wild  horses 
are  causing  the  destruction  of  public  range  lands  is  erroneous i  rather,  it 
is  their  own  livestock  which  have  been  causing  this,' 
E.  104.   Public  values  would  suffer  due  to  this  commercialization. 
Wilderness  visitors  would  create  wholesome  recreation  in  Nevada  and 
improve  the  state's  imaffe. 

P.  105.   Realty  Mgmt.:'  There  is  a  large  discrepancy  here  between  sale 
value  and  assessed  value  and  this  should  not  be  tolerated  by  the  U.S. 

taxpayer.     - 

P.  111.   WiltJhorses.  6.   How  would  the  BLM  insure  that  the  distinctive 
characteristZlics  would  not  disappear  after  the  roundups?  This  is  not 
at  all  clear  to  me. 

P.  112.   Wilderness.   It  is  absolutely  unacceptable  that  no  wilderness 
WSA's  would  be  declared. 

P.  113.   Social  Analysis.   Wild  horse  population  levels  are  minor  and 
degradation  of  habitat  is  the  result  of  too  many  livestock. 
Alt.  B. 

P.  119.  Wild  Horses.  1.  The  Blil  must  assure  that  the  wild  horses  receive 
an  equitable  portion  of  these  increased  AUM's. 

3  &  in   Is  there  a  contradiction  here?  How  can  wild  horses  be  free- 
roaming:  and  remain  confined  to  the  arbitrarily  imposed  1971  herd  use 
areas?  And  how  does  this  set  with  the  ecological  health  of  the  life 
community? 

P.  120.  6.   If  this  wild  horse  gathering  is  random,  then  how  can  you  be 
sure  of  this  outcome?  What  is  your  method  of  selection? 
Realty  Mgmt.i   1.   I  favor  this  low  rate  of  realty  disposal  but  object 
to  the  overall  amount.   Also,  is  39,555  acres  to  be  a  ceiling? 
2/P.  121.  Utility  industry  should  try  to  minimize  corridor  area^ and  use 
these  to  the  maximum  degree  necessary. 
Social  Analysis 

P.  123.  Cultural  heritage  in  wilderness.   Yes,  indeed,  this  would 
uphold  a  long  tradition  of  naturalism,  stemming  from  Thoreau  and  even 
the  Indians.  Ref.  Paul  Brooks.  1983.  Speaking-  For  Nature.  Sierra  Club,  S.F. 
Last  P. The  individuals  who  use  the  area  3ee  their  use  as  a  right  to  act 
without  considering  the  consequences!  really,  they  guard  their  right  to 
destroy. 

P.  121*.  Economic  Analysis.   The  few  would  have  to  look  elsewhere  for 
livelihood  or  develop  a  more  compatible  livelihood  in  this  area,  so  that 
the  manx- would  benefit. 
Alt.  C. 

P.  130.  The  wild  horses*  numbers  should  actually  increase  if  the  multiple- 
use  concept  is  fairly  applied. 

P.  133.   Social  Analysis.   This  indicates  that  the  BLM  is  catering  to 
locals  and  is  not  adequately  representing  the  public  interest — which 
is  the  nation  at  large! 
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Alternative.  D.  P.  136.  Vegetation 1  This  further  daterioration  of  vegetation 
is  unacceptable  and  at  the  root  of  many  of  the  problems  here. 
P.  137.   I  find  it  unacceptable  that  present  livestock  use  would  increase 
above  preference  and  that  wild  horse  herd  viability  would  be  lost  Cp.  138; 
and  characteristics  eliminated  (p.  139). 

P.  139.   Realty  management.   Unplanned  expansion  would  lead  to  serious 
social  problems  in  the  future  similar  to  those  of  the  3rd  world! 
P.  1^0.   I  object  strenuously  to  the  wholesale  dropping  of  WSA's  and  acreag- 
es, especially  flagrant  in  the  case  of  Goshute  WSA. 

Alternative  E.   Many  undesirable  elements  here,  including  the  concentration 
of  use  around  waterholes,  .favoring  of  big  game  over  other  species,  etc. 
P.  1^5.  Wildlife.  Wild  horse  reducing  competition  for  bitterbrush 
indicates  a  complementarity  between  mule  deer  and  -wild  horse3. 

2.  Big  game...  1  This  will  also  be  a  better  U3e  of  the  land,  i.e.  more 
meat  possibly  harvested  while  at  the  same  time  preserving  the  ecological 

to  fl  1  P  ^  f '  f ' 

P.  1^6.'  Wild  Horses.  The  1982-3  level  is  still  artificially  low  and  not 
in  accord  with  the  wild  horses'  natural  place  in  the  ecosystem. 
P.  1^7.  Wilderness.   I  greatly  favor  the  inclusion  of  all  *t  WSA's  in 
their  entirety. 

P.  1^8.   Minerals  and  Energy.   I  doubt  that  mineral  development  would  be 
so  adversely  affected  due  to  the  large  portion  of  public  lands  already 
open  for  such. 

P.  1^9.  Social  Analysis.  Perhaps  the  elimination  of  livestock  grazing 
would  be  best  in  the  end,  bringing  a  needed  change.  But  sound  alternative 
lifestyles  should  be  worked  out  before  so  that  a  new  and  better  way  of 
life  could  emerge.  More  political  support  is  needed  for  this  truly 
revolutionary  move. 

Livestock  Grazing.   Ranch  wealth  would  decline  but  greater  values  than 
money  are  at  stake  here. 

F.  151.  4th  P.   A  relatively  small  number  of  large  scale  ranchers  hold 
the  majority  of  AUM's  —  about  i  of  these  account  for  a  substantial- 
majority  of  the  state's  AUM's'. 

Forestry.  This  could  prove  very  profitable  in  the  long  term  if  well 
managed  and  done  in  moderation. 

F.  152.   Irreversible  Commitment  of  Resources.   Are  concessions  to 
development  in  balance  with  concessions  to  preservation  and  in  accordance 
with  the  long-term  public  interest — meaning  all  the  people  in  the  U.S.? 
Irretrievable  Committment  of  Resources. 

3.  Mining  Activities  have  and  will  continue  to  scar  the  land  unless 
checked.   There  is  a  need  to  change  the  antiquated  Mining  Law  of  1879  (?). 
7.  The  loss  of  a  ranch  could  be  a  positive  gain  if  the  people  could  evolve 
a  sound  alternative,  perhaps  incorporating  much  of  the  ranching  life  style, 
but  getting  away  from  dependence  on  destructive  overgrazing  and  fencing 
and  disruption  of  the  freedom  of  life  on  the  land. 

Short-Term  VS  Long-Term  Productivity. 

P.  153.   3.  There  is  too  mucy  emphasis  on  productivity  in  the  BLM's 
management  program.   You  need  al30  to  mention  such  qualities  as  diversity, 
stability,  balance,  and  complementarity  among  the  various  elements  of 
the  ecosystem. 

CLOSING  1   Again.  I  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  review  your  Draft 
Management  Flan  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area  and  hope  that  my  suggestions 
and  comments  have  been  of  some  help  to  you.   Please  keep  me  informed 
of  the  progress  of  this  and  other  plans. 

Sincerely,  f     "  (~^  '""f^  ^___jt^__y 

Craig  C1,    Downer,    M.S.    P.O.   Box  ^56  Mlnden,    Nevada  89^23 


Response  Humber    1 

Your   support   for  Alternative   B   (the  All  Wilderness  Alternative)   has   been  noted. 
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December   2**,    1983 


Merrill   DeSoatn,    District  Manager 
Bureau    of  Isnd  Management 
Star  Route   5,   Box  1 
Ely,    Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpaini 

Aa   a  lone-tlroe  citizen   of   the   state   of  Nevada,    I   feel  it   is   My 
right  and  duty  to  voice   my  full  support  for   the   proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas   in  your  district.        The  wilderness   area  concept  is   a 
far-sisrhted,   intelligent  one   guaranteeing  the     existence   of  un- 
spoiled land,    air  and     water  for  all  citizens      and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure   now  and  forever.      In  addition,   I    give   my 
full   support  to  the   conservationist's   alternative   which  induces 
the   following 

1)  Goshute  Canyon   (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range    (57,660  acres) 

3)  Parte  Range   C>6,831  acres) 

It)     Rlordan's  Well   C>5,791   acres) 

The  Conservationist's    Alternative    recommends    all   four    areas    be 
-elected   for  vilderr:e?r .       This    r^c^nmendatlon    includes    183.091    acres, 
cor.prisins;  ^.5»  of    the    Egan  Resource    Araa.      This    alternative    pro- 
vides   a    reasonable    balance   between    protecting   the    wilderness    values 
of   the  Eean  Resource  Area   and     providing  for  other  multiple  uses 
of   the  land. 


Sincerely, 
fi  .::o.(r*<-) 


f   tr 
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Response  Number    1 

Your   support    for    the    conservationist's    alternative    for    the    four  WSA's    Is    noted. 
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Res  pons e    Numb-3  r    1 

Your    support    for   wlLderneaa    for    the    four  USA's    has    been    noted. 

Response  Number  2 

The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range  contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor 
habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special 
attentLon  for  possible  recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  in  a  manner  to 
preserve    these   apeclal   values. 

Response    Number    3 

The  maps  have  been  redone  In  the  final  EIS  to  make  the  boundaries  of  each  alternative 
for   each  WSA  more   clear. 


December    17,    1 9S3 

Doug  Hansen 

3050  Covote  Creek  Rd . 

Wolf  Creek,  OR   97497 


Merrill  DeSpain 

Ely  District  Manager 

Bxireau  of  Land  Management  - 

Star  Route  5 ,  Box  1 

Elv,  NV   8^803 

Dear  Mr.    DeSoain: 

I    am  writine    in    order  to    comment    on   the    BLM*s    wilderness 
recommendations    in   the    Eean   Resource   Area    of    the    Ely    District. 
Although   the    Preferred   Alternative    has    one    really    good   wilderness 
recommendation    (Park   Ran<?e   WSA),    I    believe    that    one    significant 
area   was    not    recommended ,    and    two    that    were    recommended    need 
to    be    exoanded. 

The    South   Eean   Ran^e    WSA    should    be    recommended    because 
of    it's    unique   and    verv    rare    bristlecone    oir.e    ind    white    fir 
forests,    as    well    as    it's    importance    for    birds-of -prey    and    deer. 

The    Riordan' s    Well    WSA   should    be    exoanded    because    it    is    part 
of    a    larper   area    of    de-facto   wilderness    that    includes    the    Blue 
Ea^le    WSA,    which    is    nart    of    an   adjacent    Resource   ^rea,    and 
land    beTonpins;    to    the    Forest    Service. 

The    Goshute    Canvon   WSA   needs    to    be    a^ded    to    because    of    the 
manv  wiTderness    resources    it    contains.      Amons    theses    ar&    a 
BLK   designated    Geological    Area    ~nd    a    Designated    Natural   Area, 
important    habitat    for   many    kinds    of   wildMfe,    ^nd    it's    high 
recreational    use . 

Additionally,    I   would    like    to    cedent    on    ^he    80,000   acres 
the    Preferred   Alternative    proposes    to    sell.       Both    Secretary    of 
the    Interi  or   Watt    and    the    Executive    Branch". ' s    Pronertv    Review 
Board    have    totallv   withdrawn   their   support    fo*r    such    large    scale 
lard    Hsoosal,       The    80,000   acres    should    remain    in    pub1  ic   hands. 

In    closine",    I    woul  d    like    to    noint    out    that    with    the    ad J  it  ion 
of    the    new   or   exoanded   areas    1    have    mentioned    above,    the    total 
amount    of   wj  IHemess    in    the    District    would    amount    to    less    than 
7%  of    the    district's    total    area.       In   addition,    none    of    the   areas 
have    proven   mineral    reserves    of    anv    t"pe,    and    in   any    case, 
each   area    recommended    for  wilderness    would    h-ve    to    have   a 

thorough  mineral   survey   done   by   the    U.S.G.S. 

Sincerely   yours, 


Jj&AAJ^       I4^S*UVK 


Doug   Hansen 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    4  1 
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Response   Number    1 

Your  support  for  Che  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  has  been  noted  as  well  as 
your  support  for  expanded  versions  for  Rlordan's  Well,  South  Egan  Range,  and  the  Goshute 
Canyon  WSA's. 

The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range  contalnB  highly  scenLc  portions,  raptor 
habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special 
attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  In  a  manner  to 
preserve   these   special   values. 

Response    Number   2 

The  most  Important  values  Ln  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  Including  the  scenic  areas,  raptor 
habitat,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  contained  wlthLn  the  BLM's  suitable  recommendation  foi 
t!ie  area.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant  Range 
complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn  Range 
RARE    [I   areas. 

Response  Number  3 

The  geologLc  and  natural  areas  within  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  are  Included  In  the 
Proposed   ActLon    In    the    final   E1S. 


Ely,  Nev. 
Dec.  22,  1983 


Merrill  L.  DeSpain 

District  Manager 

3ureau  of  Land  Management 


Dear  Sir: 


Even  though  the  bureau  has  recommended  the  South 
Egan  Range  unsuitable  as  a  whole  for  a  wilderness  aera, 
I  feel  we  should  protest  the  suitability  of  any  portion 
as  being  suitable.  Our  objections  are  as  follows. 

First  is  the  nossibility  of  a  large  mining  aera. 
This  is  in  the  north  oart  of  the  study  aera.   Rot  only 
the  northern  porti-:n  but  the  nine  mile  aera  oh  the  east 
side  of  the  mountain  and  the  foot  hills  on  the  north 
western  oortion. 

Second  the  oossibility  of  oil  or  gas  in  the  south- 
ern oorticns. 

Third  the  numerous  roads  in  the  aera  from  east  to 
west,  south  and  north.  A  -iri~itive  =era  in  my  ooinion 
should  be  a  place  of  solitude.   A  place  that  is  quiet 
except  for  the  birds  and  animals  of  the  aera  and  you 
have  the  occasional  noise  of  an  aerolane  overhead. 
In  the  latter  part  of ..  19*3  in  August,  September,  Oct- 
ober and  yovember,  I  sier.t  about  twenty  nine  days  in 
the  northern  part  of  the  study  aera.   There  wasn't  a 
day  when  from  two  to  four  or  more  nickuos  and  trucks 
and  an  occasional  motorbike  disturbed  the  solitude. 

Fourth  is  the  nearness  of  the  town  of  Lund. 

Fifth  is  the  use  of  the  sera   by  the  neoole  of  Lund 
and  Prestnn.   T'.ey  have  used  it  fr~rr.  190C  to  the  oresent 
time  for  -razinrr,  timber  for  building,  fence  oosts,  fuel 
wood  and  rocks  for  building  plus  oicnicing,  hikein-  a-.d 
hunting. 

I  am  better  acquainted  with  the  northern  half  of 
the  study  aera  than  any  other  living  being  as  my  father 
run  sheep  and  cattle  in  the  aera  for  years. 
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I  have  walked  the  aera  many  times  and  have  ridden  it  horse- 
back.  I  have  hunted  in  the  aera  for  the  past  fifty  five 
years  and  camped  in  the  aera  many  times,  nrosoecting  and 
mining. 

I  am  writing  this  letter  of  protest  in  behalf  of 
myself  and  all  the  Hendrix  families  who  have  an  interest 
in  mining  claims  in  the  aera. 

A  cooy  of  this  letter,  with  the  signatures  of  all 
concerned  will  be  mailed  to  Che  lovner  of  i'evada  and  to 
our  congressman  and  senator. 


Sincerely, 


d.  W.  Hendrix 
321  Fay  ave. 
Sly,  N'ev. 


Response  Number  1 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  that  all  of  the  South  Egan  Range  WSA  Is  nonsul table  for 
wilderness  designation. 


COMMENT  LETTER     43 
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P.    0.    Box   202 

Redwood   Valley,    CA  95^70 

Nov.    29,    1983 


Mr.  Merrill  DeSpaln 
Ely  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Sly,  NV  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpaln: 

Thanks  to  the  BLM  for  recommending  as  wilder- 
ness areas  Park  Range  WSA  and  Rlordan's  Well  W3A. 

However,  we  would  like  to  see  Rlordan's  Well 
Increased  to  ^5,791  acres,  as  It  Is  an  Important 
raptor  location. 

We  feel  Goshute  Canyon  W3A  deserves  full 
recognition  as  a  wilderness  area.   Also,  South 
Egan  Range  WSA  (listed  In  3LH's  Draft  EIS )  would 
be  a  very  desirable  wilderness. 

Very  truly  yours, 


3ril  Hn&ik 
Maxlne  Hrublk 


spons 


e   Number   1 


Your  preference  for  the  4  5,791  acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  AlternatLve  frota  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  important  values  In  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  In  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Response    Number    2 

Your   support    for   the  Goahute   Canyon  and  South  Egan  Range   WSA's   as  wilderness   is   noted. 
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2001  Canta  Lomas 

El  Cajon,  California 

December  8,  1983 


Office  of  the  District  Manager 
Bureau  .of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

Your  agency  if  to  be  commended  for  wilderness  recommendations  involving 
the  following  areas:   Goshute  Canyon  (28,000  acres)  and  Park  Range 
(46,831  acres).   While  Riordan's  Well  is  included  in  your  recommendations, 
the  acreage  should  be  upped  to  45,791  acreas  to  allow  a  suitable  range 
for  the  large  population  of  birds  of  prey  residing  therein. 

Sadly  your  agency  did  not  recommend  South  Egan  for  wilderness  status. 

It  is  a  fine  area  with  raptor  habitat  similar  to  Riordan's  Well.   Please 

reconsider  and  designate  57,600  acreas  here  as  wilderness. 

You  may  wonder  why  someone  from  Southern  California  would  bother  about 
wilderness  areas  far  from  home  which  probably  will  never  be  personally 
even  seen.   I  find  wilderness  protection  to  be  an  integral  and  valuable 
part  of  investment  for  the  future.   Simply  to  know  these  areas  are  there 
and  protected  by  our  government  makes  me  more  willing  to  pay  my  taxes. 
Those  areas  which  I  do  visit  were  once  applied  for  in  a  similar  way  and  I 
respect  my  predecessors'  efforts  in  finding  them  wilderness  today  and 
not  cverrrun  by  ^li^ate  interests-   That  is  why  I  do  not  favor  the 
selling  off  of  any  of  the  large  acreages  or  disposing  of  them  in  any 
way  to  the  mining  consortia. 

Sincerely, 


/Ms./   Joanna   G.    ihnatowicz 


cc      Charles    Watson 


Response    Number    1 

Your     preference     for    a    28,000    acre    alternative     for     the    Goshute     Canyon    WSA    has  been 

noted.       The     BLM    determined    that    the     four    alternatives    analyzed    Ln    this    document  were 

sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  environmental  Impacts.  Your  support  for  the  Park 
Range *WSA  Is    noted. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  preference  for  the  4  5,791-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  moBt  Important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  In  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  preference  for  the  57,600-acre,  Wilderness  EmphasLs  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenLc  portLons,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunl  ties  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  Bpeclal  attention  for  possible  recreatLonal  developments  and 
would   be   managed   Ln  a  manner   to   preserve    these   special  values. 


: 
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Mr.  Merrill  DeSpaln.  District  Manager 
Egan  Resource  Area 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  NV.   89803 


Barbara  Kelley 
1850  Van  Ness  Ave. 
Reno,  NV.  B9503 

December  11,  1983 


Dear  Mr.  DeSpaln, 

As  your  office  considers  suitability  of  the  four  Wilderness  Study  Areas  In 
the  Egan  Resource  Area  for  Inclusion  1n  the  National  Wilderness  System,  I  most 
strongly  recommend  some  changes  1n  your  Preferred  Alternatives. 

First,  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  area,  I  recommend  a  total  of  28,600  acres  In 
a  combination  of  your  Preferred  Alternative  and  you  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative. 
I  have  hiked  this  excellent  wilderness  region  with  its  extremely  high  wilderness 
values  of  solitude  and  beauty,  and  am  concerned  about  protection  of  the  Goshute  Cave 
Geological  Area,  bristlecone  pine  forest,  rare  spotted,  bats,  the  beautiful  Utah 
Cutthroat  trout,  and  archeologlcal  sites.  This  area  also  abounds  1n  wildlife. 

Second,  the  57,660  acres  in  the  WSA  for  the  South  Egan  Range  would  be  an 
important  addition  to  the  Wilderness  System.  This  area  1s  beautiful  with  Its  limestone 
cliffs  and  forests,  1t  raptors,  deer  and  other  wildlife.  The  Wilderness  Studv  Area 
eliminates  mineral  conflicts  and  it  1s  Inexcusable  to  omit  this  area  from  your 
recommendations  as  wilderness. 

Third,  I  am  pleased  to  see  the  Park  Range  Included  In  your  wilderness 
recommendations.  The  cliffs  and  meadows  of  this  area  arQ   gorgeous. 

Finally,  I  recommend  inclusion  of  all  45,791  acres  1n  the  WSA  for  Rlordan's 
Well,  as  well  as  400  or  so  acres  on  the  west  that  were  excluded.  Rlordan's  well 
1s  an  Important  part  of  the  wilderness  areas  including  Forest  Service  recommended 
wilderness  and  BLM  recommended  Blue  Eagle  Mountain  wilderness. 

The  alternative  outlined  above  recommends  all  four  areas  be  selected  for 

wilderness,  for  a  total  of  183,091,  less  than  5%  of  the  entire  Egan  Resource  Area. 

This  Is  barely  a  resonable  balance  In  the  management  of  public  lands  for  multiple 

use. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara   Kelley  U 


Response    Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasl  s  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  la  noted.  The  BLM  has  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed  were  sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  envl ronmental  impacts .  The 
Bonne vt lie  cutthroat  trout,  and  Goshute  Cave  Geologic  Area  are  wl  thin  the  boundary  of 
the   Proposed  Action. 

Response   Number    2 

Your  preference  for  the  57,600-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasl  s  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  a  rea  would  be  gt  ven  special  attention  for  possl ble  recreational  developments  and 
would    be    managed    in   a   manner    to    prese  rve    these    special    values . 

Response    Numbe  r    3 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  in  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  scenic  areas,  raptor  habitat,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  contained  within  the  BLM's 
suitable  recommendation  for  the  area.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  integral 
component  of  the  Grant  Range  complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest 
Service's  Grant   and   Qulnn  Range   RARE   II  areas. 


- 
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December  Z>*,   1983 


Merrill  DeSpain,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Managerent 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpalm 

As  a  long-time  citizen  of  the  state  of  Nevada,  I  feel  it  is  my 
right  and  duty  to  voice  my  full  support  for  the  proposed  wilder- 
ness areas  in  your  district.   The  wilderness  area  concept  is  a 
far-sizhted,  intelligent  one  guaranteeing  the  existence  of  un- 
spoiled land,  air  and  water  for  all  citizens  and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure  now  and  forever.  In  addition,  I  give  my 
full  support  to  the  conservationist's  alternative  which  induces 
the  following* 

1)  Goshute  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range  (57,660  acres) 

3)  Park  Range  (46,831  acres) 

1)     Riordan's  Well  C*5,?91  acres) 

The  Conservationist's  Alternative  recormends  all  four  areas  be 
selected  for  wilderness.   This  recommendation  includes  183,091  acres, 
comprising  b.fr   of  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   This  alternative  pro- 
vices  a  reasonable  balance  between  protecting  the  wilderness  values 
of  the  Egan  Resource  Area  and  providing  for  other  multiple  uses 
of  the  land. 


Sincerely, 


/65&   Royal    ftn>« 

'    89X03 


Response    Number    1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon, 
Range,    Park    Range,    and    the    Riordan's   Well    WSA's    has    been    noted. 


South    Egan 
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December  2**,    1983 


Merrill  DeSpain,   District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route   5,   Box  1 
Ely,   Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpaim 

As   a  lone-time  citizen  of   the   state   of  Nevada,   I  feel   it   is   my 
right  and  duty  to  voice  my  full  support  for  the  proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas   in  your  district.        The  wilderness   area  concept  is   a 
far-slshted,    intelligent  one   guaranteeing  the     existence  of  un- 
spoiled land,   air  and     water   for  all  citizens      and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure   now  and  forever.     In  addition,   I  give  my 
full   support  to  the   conservationist's   alternative   which  induces 
the  following! 

1)  Goshute  Canyon   (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range   (57,660  acres) 

3)  Park  Range    (<(6,831   acres) 

U)     Riordan's  Well   C»5,791   acres) 

The  Conservationist's  Alternative   recommends   all   four  areas  be 
s.i.nt-H   r„r  vilderr.es* ,      Shis   recommendation  includes   183.091   acres, 
comprising"'*. 5J»  of   the   Eaan  Resource   Area.      This    alternative   pro- 
vides  a  reasonable   balance   between  protecting   the   wilderness  values 
of   the  Egan  Resource  Area  and     providing  for   other   multiple  uses 
of  the  land. 

Sincerely, 


Response   Number    1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist 'a    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the  Riordan's  Well  WSA's   has   been  noted. 
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December   2^,    1983 


Morrill  DeSpain,   District  Manager 
3ureau   of  Lind  Management 
Star  Route   5.    3ox  ] 
Ely,    Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpalm 

As    a  long-time   citizen    of    the   state    of   Nevada,    I    feel    it   Is    my 
right  and.  duty   to  voice   my  full   support  for   the   proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas   in  your  district.        The   wilderness   area   concept   is   a 
far-siehted,    intelligent  one   guaranteeing  the      existence   of  un- 
spoiled land,    sir  and     water  for  all  citizens      and   their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and   treasure   now  and  forever.      In  addition,    I   give   my 
full   support  to   the  conservationist's   alternative   which  Induces 
the    following! 

1)  Goshuto  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range    (57,660    acres) 

3)  Park  Range   (<*6,831  acres) 

&)     Riordan's  Well   0*5.791  icres) 

The  Conservationist's   Alternative    recommends    ill    four    areas    be 
selected  for  wilderness,      this   recommendation   includes   183.091   acres, 
Comprising  **•}*  of    the   Egan  Resource  Ar^a.      This    alternative    pro- 
vides   a    reasonable    balance    between   crotectinp    the    wilderness    valuej 
of   the   Safari  Resource  Area   and     providing  for   other  multiple   uses 
of   the   land. 


Sincerely, 


IV 


£    0     fcv^      t)r.      \ltM*>   t^v        g^Q3 


Response  Number  1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist 's    Alternative    for    the    Coshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and    the   Riordan's   Well   USA's   has    been   noted. 


HU.J1. 


"W^V     *  «f*      ,     'TcavOu-.    tfcf     ?nw*j2*. ,     fUrwflz 
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December   2l»,    1983 


Morrill  DeSpaln,   District  Manager 
Bureau    of  l^nd   Management 
Star  Route   J,    Box  1 
Elv.    Nevada  B9301 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpaini 

As   a  long-time  citizen  of   the   state  of  Nevada,    I   feel   it  is   vy 
rizht  and  duty  to  voice   my   full  support   for   the   proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas   in  your   district.        The  wilderness   area  concept  is   a 
far-sichted,    intelligent  one   guaranteeing   the     existence  of  un- 
spoiled land,    air  and     water   for  all  citizens      and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure   now  and   forever.      In  addition,    I   give  try 
full   support  to   the   conservationist's    alternative  which  induces 
the  following! 

1)  Goshute  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range   (57,66c   acres) 

3)  Park  Range    C*6\831    acres) 

U)     Riordan's   Well   (.1*5,791   acres) 

The  Conservationist's   Alternative   recorjaends   all   four   areas   be 
selected  for  wilderness,      this   recommendation  includes  183,091   acres, 
coi-orlslnz  1».5*  of   the   Egan  Resource  Area.      This   alternative   pro- 
vides  a  reasonable   balance  between  protecting  the   wilderness   values 
of   the   Egan  Rascu-ce  Area   and     providing  for  other  .-nultiple  uses 
of  the  land. 

Sincerely, 


Response    Number    1 


Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the   Riordan's   Well  WSA's   has   been   noted. 
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December  2^,  1983 


Merrill  DeSpain,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5  ■  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpaini 

As  a  lone-time  citizen  of  the  state  of  Nevada,  I  feel  it  is  my 
right  and.  duty  to  voice  my   full  support  far  the  proposed  wilder- 
ness areas  in  your  district.    The  wilderness  area  concept  is  a 
f ar-siirhted,  intelligent  one  guaranteeing  the   existence  of  un- 
spoiled land,  air  and  water  for  all  citizens   and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure  now  and  forever.   In  addition,  I  give  ny 
full  support  to  the  conservationist's  alternative  which  includes 
the  followingr 

1)  Goshute  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range  (57,660  acres) 

3)  Park  Range  <^,831  acres) 

U)  Riordan's  Well  ( 1*5 1 791  acres) 

The  Conservationist's  Alternative  recorjnends  all  four  areas  be 
selected  for  wilderness.   This  recommendation  Includes  183,091  acres, 
cor.orislng  b.$'p   of  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   This  alternative  pro- 
vides a  reasonable  balance  between  protecting  the  wilderness  values 
of  the  Euan  Hescu.-ce  Area  and   oroviding  for  other  multiple  uses 
of  the  land. 


Sincerely 


42 /r  MhkM  A^e 


As^\ 


Aen0       t^Jy 


Response    Number    1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon, 
Range,    Park  Range,    and    the   Rlordan's  Well   WSA's  has   been   noted. 


South     Egan 
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December   2^.   1983 


Merrill  DeSpaln,   District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Lind  Management 
Star  Route   5,   Box  1 
Ely,    Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.    DeSpairu 

A,   a  lone-time  citizen   of   the   rtate   of  Nevada     I  feel   It  is   my 
right  and  duty  to  voice   my  full   support  for   the   proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas  in  your  district.        The  wilderness  area  concept  is   a 
far-sighted,   intelligent  one   guaranteeing  the     «i*tence   of  un- 
spoiled land,    air  and     water  for  .11  citizens      and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and   treasure  now  and  forever.      In  addition     I   give  y 
full   support   to  the  conservationist's   alternative   which  induces 
the  following! 

1)  Goshute  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range    (57,660  acres) 

3)  Park  Range   (U6.831   acres) 

It)     Rlordan's  Well   (<*5.791   acres) 

The  Conservationist's   Alternative   recommends   all   four   areas   be 
selected  for  wilderness,      this   recommendation   includes   183.091  acres, 
comprising  1.5*  of  the   Egan  Resource   Area.      This    alternative   pro- 
vides  a  reasonable  halance  between  protecting  the   wilderness  values 
o"   tre  Sgcn  Resource  Area  and     providing  for  other  multiple   uses 
of   the  land. 


Response  Number  1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the  Rlordan's   Well  WSA's  has   been   noted. 


Sincerely, 


L 


Y'y9  ■  «t>v\     ^v'  '^«. 
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425  Route  2 

Luray,  Virginia  228J5 

November  2B,  1983 

Merrill  DeSpain,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

U.S.  Dept.  of  Interior 
Ely,  Nevada  89803 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

My  wife  and  I  want  your  recorda  tc  show  our  strong  support  for  the 
top  priority  your  recommendations  favor  for  wilderness  in  Goshute 
Canyon  (NV-040-015),  Park  Range  (154),  and  Riordan's  Well  ( 1 66 ) .   Also 
our  strong  hope  that  you  will  upgrade  wilderness  emphasis  in  the  South 
Egan  Range  (l68,  172). 

Though  we're  not  erperta  on  these  areas  (a  status  we've  come  close/.-  ^jm  \ 
to  on  some  wild,  parts  of  Nevada),  we've  scouted,  them  from  airplane 'and  ^ 
car  quite  a  number  of  times  and  hiked  into  the  Egan-Cherry  Creek  mountain 
system  at  intervals  for  many  years.   We  feel  this  system  has  outstanding 
wilderness  charm  in  quite  a  few  places,  including  the  study  areas  now 
involved.   We've  enjoyed  the  spectacular  geology,  petroglypha,  the  wildlife 
and  the  vegetation,  including  evergreen  forests  and  our  favorite  species, 
bristlecone  pine,  in  impressive  situations.   These  longest-lived  trees  on 
earth  generate  deep  feelings  of  the  primeval  in  almost  everyone  who  visits 
tthaim   them  and  are  the  subject  of  innumerable  photographs  and  of  extensive 
scientific  study  in  relation  to  climatic  patterns,  archeological  dating, 
rates  of  erosion,  secrets  of  longevity,  and  many  other  matters. 

We'd  like  to  see  top  emphasis  on  substantial-sized  wilderness  in  all 
four  areas  named — something  like  a  hundred  square  miles  in  South  Egan, 
at  least  half  that  much  in  the  Coshute  Canyon  area,  and  around  75  square 
miles  each  in  Park  Range  (which  amount  you  now  recommend)  and  in  Riordan's 
Veil — and  believe  these  acreages  could  be  achieved  without  significant 
hurt  to  other  interests, 

I've  prospected  and  mined  in  Nevada — aa  well  as  been  a  working  member 
of  a  Nevada  ranching  family — yet  it  doesn't  seem  to  me  that  these  valid 
interests  should  have  top  priority  on  more  than  95^  of  the  land.   Wilderness 
is  genuinely  important  in  lastingly  protecting  the  quality  of  the  overall 
resource  as  well  as  for  recreation  and  adventure  for  an  inaeasing  number  of 
Americans.   The  proportion  of  wilderness  priority  we  favor  seems  wise  now. 
If  it  should  happen  not  to  be  wise  forever,  the  people  and  government  of 
another  century,  in  the  light  of  needs  not  now  predictable,  could  reatudy 
and  change  aa  necessary—  because  we  have  cared  enough  to  leave  them 
substantial  areas  not  yet  harmed. 

Sincerely, 


Eileen  and   Darwin  Lambert 
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Response   Number    1 

Your    support    for  Goshute    Canyon,    Park   Range,    Riordan's   Well,    and    the   South  Egan  Range   as 
wilderness    has    been    noted. 
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Response  Number  L 

Your  preference  for  a  28,600-acre  alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  USA  has  been 
noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  Four  alternatives  analyzed  In  thLs  document  were 
sufficient    to    adequately    address    the    environmental    impacts. 

Response    Number   2 

Your  preference  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  in  the  draft  document  la  noted.  The  BLH  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would    be   managed   In  a   manner   to   preserve    these   special  values. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  support  for  the  47,268-acre,  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  WSA  has 
been   noted. 

Response   Number   4 

Your  preference  for  the  4  5,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  still  contained  in  the 
Proposed  Action. 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    53 


COMMENT  LETTER    54 


Response    Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  has  determined  the  four  alternatives  analyzed 
were    sufficient    to    adequately    address    the    environmental   impacts. 

Response    Number    2 

Your  preference  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  liabltat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would    be    managed    In  a  manner    to    preserve    these    special    values. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  haB  been  noted.  The  moat  important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Weil  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habi  tat ,  scent  c  areas ,  and  ponderosa  pine ,  are  still  contained  in  the 
Proposed  Action. 

Response  Number  4 

Your   support    for   the  46,831-acre,    alternatives   for   ti«.   Park  Range   has   been  noted. 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    55 


Response    Number    1 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon,  Park  Range,  and 
RLordan's   Well   WSA'a    has    been    noted. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support  for  wilderness  for  the  South  Egan  Range  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize 
that  the  South  Egan  Range  contains  highly  scenic  portions ,  raptor  habitat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible 
recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  In  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values . 
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1850    Prior    Road 
Reno,    Nevada   89503 


Dec.    21,    1983 


2 


Herri  11  DeSpain 

Ely  District  Manager 

BLM 

Star  Route  5,  Box  1 

Ely,  Nevada  89803 

ilear  Mr  .  DeSpa  Ln  , 

1  wish  to  offer  comments  on  the  BLM'  s  wilderness  recommendations  for  the  Efjan 
Resource  Area.    I  strongly  support  designation  of  wi lderness  in  Nevada  to 
protect  some  of  the  wi  Ld  country  in  our  state.   Your  recommendations  will  be  a 
very  maior  part  of  that  process.   The  Ely  District  BLM  lands  have  undergone 
sharp  scrutiny  and  all  those  areas  that  have  conflicts  or  do  not  qualify  have 
been  eliminated.   The  four  areas  that  remain   al )       have  outstanding  wilderness 
character  and  the  majority  or  all  of  each  area  should  be  recommended  for 
wilderness  management.  Specifically,  1  recommend  the  following  areas: 

Goshute  Canyon    This  area  is  particularly  scenic  and  has  abundant  wildlife 
values,  particularly  Utah  Cutthroat  trout,  rare  spotted  bats  and  various  big 
game  species  and  birdlife.   The  recommended  unit  should  include  a  combination 
of  the  preferred  and  wilderness  emphasis  alternatives,  which  total 
approximately  28,600  acres.   The  areas  of  high  mineral  potential  in  the  south 
should  be  eliminated,  although  the  preferred  alternative  eliminates  an 
excessive  amount  of  land  in  the  southern  part. 

South  Egan  Range    The  high  Sgan  Range  in  this  area  should  be  included  in  the 
recommendation,  as  indicated  in  the  57,660  acre  wilderness  emphasis 
alternative.   This  unit  offers  rugged  recreational  country  and  excellent 
raptor  and  large  game  habitat.  While  several  ways  exist  in  the  total  unit 
(most  of  which  are  on  the  edge)  the  area  retains  very  high  wilderness 
character  and  should  be  recommended.   '-toads  can  be  cherry  stemmed  and  ways 
returned  to  a  natural  condition.  , 

Riordan's  Well    The  45,791  acre  wilderness  emphasis  alternative  most 
adequatly  presents  the  best  wilderness  recommendation .   The  unit  is  adjacent 
tn  the  USFS  recommended  Grant  Range  and  the  BLM  recommended  BLue  Eagle  unit, 
and  together,  they  make  a  particularly  outstanding  and  large  area  for 
wilderness  protection.   Essentially  no  .nineral  conflicts  exist.   This  large 
area  is  particularly  valuable  for  recreational  opport unities  and  is  truly 
remote  and  offers  unequal  led  solitude. 


«?. 


Park  Range    The  preferred  alternative  for  the  Park  Range  Is  excellent.   This 
pristine  area,  guarded  by  steep  limestone  cliffs  exists  as  a  biological 
resoure  research  area.   Since  it  has  not  been  grazed  extensively  and  has  not 
been  roaded,  it  still  contains  historically  natural  areas  that  must  be 
protected  and  kept  In  their  pristine  condition.   There  are  essentially  no 
conflicts,  and  this  area,  particularly,  has  scientific  merit,  in  addition  to 
the  wildlife  and  recreational  values. 


The  BLM  has  done  a  good  job  identifying  these  units,  and  I  am  hopeful  that 
each  of  of  these  very  valuable  areas  can  we  rrotected  for  our  children  over  the 
long  term. 


Thank-you  for  considering  these  comments. 


Sincerely , 


JC/^4 


T.lenn    r  .    Miller 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    56 
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Response   Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  28,600-acre  alternative  for  the  Coshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  In  this  document  were 
sufficient    to  adequately   address    the   environmental   Impacts. 

Response   Number    2 

Your  preference  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  hLghly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would    be   managed   In  a  manner   to  preserve    these    special  values. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  moat  Important  values  in  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenLc  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  still  contained  In  the 
Proposed  Action.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant 
Range  complex  which  Lncludes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Crant  and  Qulnn 
Range   RARE    II  areas. 


December  15 ,    1983 
5901  Broadway  #1 
Oakland,  California  &46l8 


Merrill  DeSpaln, 
Ely  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Lund  ManageinenS 
J  tar  Rouee  5,  3ox  1 
Ely,  Nevada  85703 


Thank  you  for  considering  the  following  ^reas  for 
wilderness  designation: 

Goshute  Canyou  W0A 

Park  Sange  V/SA 

Rlordan's  yell  '.'.'SA 
Future  generations  will  surely  benefit  as  well  as  this 
generation.   However,  I  believe  the  Douth  Eagan  Range 
should  also  be  considered.   I  understand  It  is  an 
important  raptorial  bird  location. 


orter 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    57 
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Response  Number  1 

Your  aupport  for  wilderness  designation  in  the  Goshute  Canyon,  Park  Range,  and  Riordan's 
Well  WSA's   is   noted. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support  for  wilderness  for  the  South  Egan  Range  is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize 
that  the  South  Egan  Range  contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible 
recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  In  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values . 


RICHARD     H.     POUGH 
33  HICHBROOK  AVENUE 
PELHAM,  NEW  YORK     10803 


December  2,  1983 


Mr.  Merrill  DeSpain 
Ely  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89303 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

We  are  fortunate  to  have  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  protecting 
so  much  of  our  country's   land  in  Nevada.      I   have  read  with   interest 
BLM's  recommendations  for  Wilderness  Study  Areas   in   the  Egan 
Resource  Area  and  would  appreciate  if  you  would  consider  my 
comments  and  see  that  they  are  put  into  the  record. 

So  much  land  qualifies  as  Wilderness  Study  Areas  for  inclusion 
into  the  National   Wilderness  System  that  I  believe  it  is  essential 
to  eliminate  agricultural,   residential   and  other  areas   that  might 
cause  disputes  now  or  in  the  future. 

The  Goshute  Canyon  Area  has  naturalness,  solitude  and  outstanding 
primitive  recreational   opportunities.     28,600  acres,   combining  areas 
BLM  recommends  as  Preferred  Alternatives  and  Wilderness  Emphasis 
Alternatives,  are  needed  to  protect  Goshute  Canyon,   Goshute  Cave  and 
the  area  that  surrounds  Exchange  Peak.     The  area  is  already  used  for 
rugged  outdoor  recreation. 

The  Park  Range  in  the  westernmost  part  of  the  Egan  Resource  Area 
justly  deserves  BLM's  46,831-acre  recommendation.     We  are  fortunate 
that  virgin  grasslands  are  still   protected  by  the  remoteness  of  the 
area  here  and  the  surrounding  rugged  cliffs. 

The  South  Egan  Range  deserves   to  be  included  in  the  National   Wilder- 
ness System.     57,660  acres   (a  BLM  Emphasis  Alternative),   including 
the  entire  area  from  Brown  Knoll   to  Sheep  Pass  Canyon,     has 
outstanding  wilderness  values  --  ancient  bristlecone  pines,  white 
fir  forests,  nesting  areas  for  raptors,   deer  habitat,   limestone 
cliffs,  caves,  etc.,  etc. 


COMMENT  LETTER 

mmwh— ■mnimiuuiin 


58 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER     58 


03 
00 


RICHARD     H.     POUGH 

33  HICHBROOK  AVENUE 

PELHAM.  NEW  YORK 


Riordan's  Wei  1   to  the  south  would  be  my  final   recommendation  for 
inclusion  into  our  National   Wilderness  System,  stretching  the 
area  recommended  by  BLM  as  a  Preferred     Alternative  to  a  more 
viable  45,791   acres.     This  would  include  part  of  the  Grant  Range, 
Forest  Service  lands,  Blue  Eagle  (recommended  by  BLM  in  another 
resource  area).     18  peaks   in  the  range  are  higher  than  8,000 
feet,   including  Heath  Peak  at  9,352  feet. 


Yours  sincerely, 
Richard  H.   Pough 


Response   Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  tfce  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  SLM  has  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed    were    sufficient    to    adequately    address    the    environmental    Impacts. 

Response   Number   2 

Your   support   of    the   Preferred  Alternative    for   the  Park  Range   la   noted. 

Response   Number   3 

Your  preference  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BUI  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would   be   managed   In   a   manner   to   preserve    these    special   values. 

Response   Number   4 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  In  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  dbnderosa  pine,  are  still  contaLned  In  the 
Proposed  Action.  ThLs  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  integral  component  of  the  Grant 
Range  complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn 
Range   RARE    II   areas. 
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Response    Number    1 

The  BLH  recognizes  Che  high  mineral  potential  and  historic  mineral  Interest  In  the  south 
end  of  the  unit  by  recommending  that  this  zone  of  potential  Is  nonsul  table  for 
designation. 


COMMENT  LETTER 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTEI 


720  Brookfield  Drive 
Reno,  Nevada   89503 
December  17,  1983 


Merrill  DeSpain,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada   89803 

Dear  Mr.  DeSpain: 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  wilderness 
recommendations  in  the  Egan  Area  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.   I  believe  that  all  four  of  the  KSA's  have  outstanding 
wilderness  values  and  should  be  recommended. 

The  speculative  mineral  potential  in  the  Goshute  Canyon  Area 
should  not  be  allowed  to  override  the  enormous  value  of  the  area 
as  wilderness.   Prime  resources  are  the  bristlecone  pines,  spotted 
bats,  Goshute  Cave,  and  the  C-oshute  Natural  Area.   Eliminating 
most  of  the  mining  conflicts  in  the  southern  part  of  the  WSA  still 
leaves  approximately  28,000  acres  that  qualify  for  wilderness  and 
that  will  represent  a  unique  resource  in  the  national  wilderness 
system. 

The  South  Egans  are  also  an  important  wilderness  resource  with 
their  limestone  cliffs,  fir  forests,  bristlecone  pines,  and 
myriad  of  caves.   The  57,000  acres  recommended  in  the  wilderness 
emphasis  alternative  eliminates  most  mining  conflicts  and  cherry 
stem  roads  and  ways  and  still  provides  a  manageable  and  large 
wilderness  area. 

Both  the  Park  Ranqe  and  Riordans  Well  are  truly  wild  areas 
with  few  resource  conflicts.   The  Park  Range  has  pristine  mountain 
meadows  protected  by  spectacular  rock  walls.   Riordan ' s  Well  is 
part  of  the  large  Grant  Range  complex  and  provides  important 
habitat  for  nesting  raptors.   I  support  your  47,000  acre  recom- 
mendation for  the  Park  Range  and  ask  that  Riordan 's  Well  be 
enlarged  to  approximately  45,000  acres  to  include  all  the 
wilderness  values. 

I  particularly  appreciate  the  fine  work  that  was  done  by  your 
staff  in  writing  the  descriptions  of  the  four  WSA ' s . 

Sincerely , 


// 


Marjorie    Sill 


I      "(LtU 


Response    Number    1 

Your  preference  for  a  28,600-acre  alternatLve  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted.  The  BLH  determined  that  the  four  alternatives  analyzed  Ln  this  document  were 
sufficient    to    adequately    address    the    environmental    Impacts. 

Response    Hum be  r    2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  AlternatLve  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habLtat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  BpecLal  attentLon  for  poasl ble  recreational  developments  and 
would    be    managed    in   a    manner    to    preserve    these    special    values. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  support  for  the  Park  Range  Preferred  Alternative  and  your  preference  for  the 
45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft  document  haa  been  noted. 
The  most  Important  values  In  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  including  the  raptor  habitat, 
scenic   areas,    and    ponde rosa   pljie ,    are   still  contained   in   the   Proposed  Action. 


COMMENT  LETTER    61 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    61 


December   2<* ,    1983 


Merrill  DeSpain,    District  Manager 
Bureau   of  I ind  Management 
Star  Route  5.   Box  1 
Eljr,   Nevada  89301 

Dear  Mr.   DeSpaim 

A3   a  long-time  citizen  of   the  state  of  Nevada,   I  feel  it  is  »y 
right  and  duty  to  voice  ay  full  support  for  the   proposed  wilder- 
ness  areas  in  your  district.        The  wilderness   area  concept  is   a 
far-sighted,   intelligent  one   guaranteeing  the     existence  of  un- 
spoiled land,    air  and     water  for  all  citizens      and  their  posterity 
to  enjoy  and  treasure  now  and  forever.      In  addition,    I   give  ny 
full  support  to  the  conservationist's  alternative  which  induces 
the  following! 

1)  Goshute  Canyon  (28,600  acres) 

2)  South  Egan  Range  (57,660  acres) 

3)  Park  Range  (46,831  acres) 

4)  Riordan's  Well  (^5,791  acres) 

The  Conservationist's  Alternative  recorrjnends  all  four  areas  be 
s.lsc.L6d  for  -..-iidaj-r-.ass.   this  reoo—endation  includes  183,091  acres 
comprising  >*.5P   o/tha  Egan  Resource  Area.  This  alternative  pro- 
vides a  reasonable  balance  between  protecting  the  wilderness  values 
of  the  Egan  Resource  Area  and  providing  for  other  railtiple  uses 
of  the  land. 


Sincerely, 


/CSC    t/ciJ^v^j       'hi- 


Res  pons e    Numbe  r    1 

Your     support     for     the    ConservatLon.1  st '  s     Alternative     for     the    Goshute    Canyon, 
Range,    Park  Range,    and    the    Riordan's  Well   WSA's    has    been   noted. 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    62 


Response  Number  1 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  is  noted.  The  BLM  has  determined  the  four  alternatives  analyzed 
were  sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  environmental  impacts. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  preference  for  the  4 5, 791 -acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted. 

Response  Number  3 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  tn  the  draft  .document  is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenl c  portions,  brlstlecone  pine ,  raptor  habi  tat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible 
recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  In  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values. 


COMMENT  LETTER    63 


COMMENT  LETTER    63 


John  R.  Swanson 

P.O.  Box  922 

Berkeley,  Calif.   94701 

December  15,  1983 

Egan  Resource  Area  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Ely,  Nevada   89301  . 

Dear  Sirs; 

Please  accept  my  comments ,  as  follows,  concerning  = 
"Egan  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

I  have  been  acquainted  with  this  area  of  Nevada  for  nearly  a 
half-century  and  certainly  agree  that  this  -  now  -  Egan 
Resource  Area  features  certain  outstanding  Wilderness, 
scenic,  wildlife,  botanic  and  cultural  resources  of  partic- 
ular national  interest . 

As  it  contains  significant  national  natural  heritage  lands; 
areas  that  provide  a  lasting  refuge  for  all  Life,  including 
Man,  on  this  decimated  planet. 

The  purpose  of  Each  Unit  of  all  of  our  Public  Lands;  local, 
State  and  Federal,  is  to  Preserve  each  such  unit.   So,  then, 
establish  each  and  every  Public  Lands  Unit  into  a  lasting 
Preserve .   To  permanently  preserve  such  units.  Wilderness, 
scenic,  wildlife,  fish,  botanic  and  cultural  resources. 

Each  Preserve  to  protect,  strengthen  and  expand  Wilderness, 
preserve  watersheds,  protect  ecosystems ,  save  and  enhance 
wildlife  -  fish  and  their  respective  habitats,  protect  and 
to  promote  biological  diversity  and  to  restore  -  recover  - 
all  used  -  damaged  areas  back  to  their  respective  natural 
environmental  condition . 

To  accept  that  Wilderness  is  the  foundation  of  all  Land- 
Water  Resources.   With  the  primary  goal  of  all  land-water 
resources  planning  and  management  to  protect,  strengthen  and 
expand  Wilderness. 

I  Urge  that  the  following  areas  -  acreages  located  on  this 
Egan  Resource  Area  -  Only  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
administered  areas  -  only  -  receive  permanent  Wilderness 
classification,  at  this  time; 


"Park  Range   54,217. 
2|    "Riordan's  Well   65,103. 

"South  Egan  Range   114,849. 


"Goshute  Canyon   41,426. 
"Mount  Grafton   85,362. 
"Central  Egan  Range   52,807. 


"Plus,  to  add  to  this  -  above  -  acreages  -  areas  some  (at 
least)  385,000  Acres  located  on  this  Egan  Resource  Area  - 
Only  -;  Lands  administered  -  only  -  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management . 


To  total  (at  least)  about  805,000  acres  and  to  be  added  to 

our  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  representing 

only  Bureau  of  Land  Management  administered  areas  -  Egan 
Resource  Area. 

To  establish  this  Resource  Area  as  the  Ecfan  National 
Land  Preserve . 

To  Ban  -  permanent ly  -  all  forms  of  surface  and  sub- surface 
development  on  all  current,  proposed  and  potent ial  Wilder- 
ness,  including,  Road  less  Areas  -  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 
With  No  Release  of  any  Road  less  -  Wilderness  Study  Areas;  as 
they  are  to  be  added  as  Wilderness . 

To  acquire  all  Inholdings  on  all  Public  Lands,  With  No 
Disposal  of  any  Public  Lands. 

To  eliminate  the  use  of  ail  Off-Road  Vehicles. 

And  to  adopt,  permanently,  Alternative  P  -  for  Preservation  - 
as  the  management  plan  and  program  for  this  Egan  Resource 
Area. 

For  when  we  save  our  natural  lands  and  waters  -  including 
Wilderness  -  we  save  America! 

Sincerely, 

J .    R.  Swanson 

(This  letter  was  retyped  by  the  BLM  since  the  original  could 
not  be  reduced  in  size  without  being  il legible .  ) 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER     63 


Jjhn  R.  Swanson 

P.O.  Box  922 

Berkeley,  Calif.   94701 

December  15,  1983 

Ely  District  Office  -  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada   89301 

Dear  Sirs, 

Please    accept    my   comments,     as    follows,    concerning 


Egan 


I    have 

nearly 

opinio 

tains 

cultur 
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Wilderness    Technical    Report. 

been   acquainted    with    this    portion   of    Nevada    for 
fifty    years;    and    for   many    decades    have    held    the    firm 
i    that    this    -    now    current    -   Egan    Resource    Area    con- 
outstanding   Wilderness,    scenic,    wildlife,     botanic,     and 
al    resources    of    certain    national    significance.       Land 
ter    units    that    form   an    important    segment    of    our 
s    natural    heritage.       Areas    that    provide    a    vital    and 
Americans    hope,     a    lasting    refuge    for    man,    and    for    all 
on    this    endangered    planet . 

that    the    following    areas    -    acreages     located    on    this 
esource    Area    -    Bureau    of    Land    Management    administered 

Only    -   be    fully    classified    and    permanently    protected 
derness;    as    Each    such    unit    features    superb   Wilderness 
utes    and    to   be    included    -    added    -    to   our    National 
ness    Preservation   System,    at    this    time. 


Park    Range      54,217 
Riordan's   Well      65,103 
South    Egan    Range       114,849 
Goshute    Canyon      41,4  26 
Mount    Grafton      85,362 
Central    Egan    Range      52,807 

And    to    add,     an    addit  ional , 


385,000    acres    of    Wilderness 

Bureau    of    Land    Manage - 


located    on    this    Egan    Resource    Area 
ment    administered    lands    -    Only    - . 

•    Total    some   805,000    acres    of   Wilderness    representing    this 
Egan    Resource    Area    -    Only    -    administered    only    by    the    Bureau 
of    Land    Management    -. 

To   permanently   Ban    all    forms;    surface    and    sub-surface 
development    on    all    current,    proposed    and    Potential    Wilder- 
ness,    including    al_l    Roadless    Areas    -   Wilderness    Study   Areas. 
With  No   Release    of "any   Roadless   Areas;    as    they   are    to   be 
added    as    Wi Iderness . 

To    acquire    all    Inholdings    on    all    Public    Lands. 
With    No    Disposal    of    any    Public    Lands,     as    they    are    to   be 
retained . 

ALso,     to    Ban    all    Off-Road    Vehicles    as    they    destroy    Land 
resources . 

And    when    we    save    Wilderness; 
we    save    America  1 

Sincerely, 

J .    R.    Swanson 

(This    Letter    was    retyped    by    the    BLM    since    the    original    could 
not    be    reduced    in    size    without    being    illegible.) 


Response    Number    1 

Your  support  for  wilderness  designation  for  the  Goshute  Canyon,  South  Egan  Range,  Park 
Range,    and    the   Riordan's   Well    WSA's    has    been    noted. 

Response    Number    2 

The  Mount  Grafton  USA  was  studied  in  the  Schell  Wilderness  Draft  EIS ,  made  public  April 
8,    1983. 

Response   Number   3 

All  roadless  areas  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area  were  inventoried  for  wilderness 
characteristics.  The  four  wilderness  study  areas  considered  In  this  document  and  the 
Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report  were  the  areas  determined  to  contain  wilderness 
characteristics.      Only    these    may    now   be    considered    for    wilderness    designation. 


0) 


COMMENT  LETTER    64 


2684   Canyon  Crest  Drive 
Escondido,    California  920?? 

January  23,   1984 

Merrill  DeSpaln,   Ely  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Box  1,    Star  Route  5 
Ely,  Nevada     8903 

Dear  Sir: 

All  of  lis  in  the  western  half  of  the  United  States  have  become  increasingly 

aware  of  tno  importance  of  preserving  our  birds  of  prey  and  their  natural 

habits.      Therefore,   we  appreciate  the  attentirn  the  BLH  is  giving  to  the 

recommendc t ion  of  new  wilderness  areas  in  the  state  of  Nevada. 

I  have  recently  learned  that  one  excellent  candidate  for  wilderness  designation 

was  not  included,    even  though  it  is  comparable  to  Riordan's  Well,   as  a 

bird  of  prey  refuge—South  Egan  Range.      Please  recondider  this  area. 

In  closing  I  would  like  to  state  that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  selling  lands 
within  your  district. 


Sincerely, 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER     64 


Mary  Jeanne  Terrazas 


Response    Number    1 

Your  support  for  wilderness  designation  for  tlie  South  Egan  Range  Ib  noted.  The  BLM  does 
recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range  contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and 
many  opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for 
possible,  recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  In  &  manner  to  preserve  these 
special    values. 
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RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER    65 


Response   Number   1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative     for    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the  Rlordan's   Well   WSA's  has   been   noted. 
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RESP* 


IEMT  LETTER    Si 


December  lli,  1983 

Mr.   yerrill  L  Del? rain 
Elv  Msftr^ct  "ana^er 
SR  ?9  Wox  1 
Ely,    NV  89301 

Dear  Mr.   DeSnain: 

Alternatives    B  and  E  seem  to  b?  very  similar  and  would  seem   to  be   the  best  of  the  lot  as 
they  are   the  mort  nrote-tive   of  our   .-recious  mldernses   and  w'ldlife  values. 

That  is  protected   nov:  could  be  exploited  at  a   later  c?c  ;  e   i'  wo  were  aver  to  be   in  extras 
but   it  If   extremely  difficult  to   restore  values  whic  -  h.ve   been  damaged. 

With  the  -resent  ?d"  inir  trpticn  wuich  oHan  talks  veil  bu  1^  shortsighted  and  mainly 
interested  in  trn-er:pl  vi5i'*l  i  profits  wilderness  and  w'ldlife  intersr*.^  need  all  the 
protection  tHs*'  c-n   nbt^in   to   nrotect   tha   country  a.^  a  whole. 

lours   truly, 


ItAt^tf  jdrz^ia^ 


D**nk.  MJ     AX1K 


Response  Number  1 

Your   support    for  Alternative   B  and   E   (all  Wilderness)   has   been  noted. 
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2092  Heritage  Caia 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  39109 

December  1,  1983 


Merrill  Ee Spain 

Ely  District  Manager 

J'.S.  bureau  of  Land  Management 

Star  Route  5,  Box  1 

Sly,  Nevada  39303 


Eear  Mr.  DeSpain: 


I.iis  letter  is  in  support  of  wilderness  recommendations 
for  portions  of  four  WSA's  within  your  district:  Goshute 
Sanycn  area.  South  igan  Range,  Park  Range,  and  Riordan's 
Well.  This  letter  also  will  register  my  concern  with  the 
Bureau's  assessment  of  mineral  potentials,  or  mineral 
resources,  within  WSA's.  further,  I  wish  tc  express  my 
cposition  tc  the  sale  of  public  lands. 


I  am  in  sympathy  with  an 
and  private  lands  for  be 
I  also  an  in  favor  of  al 
communities  some  public 
expand  and  prosper.  I  am 
puolic  lands  tc  accompli 
approach  similar  to  the 
used.  (I  had  a  cart  in  th 
bill  which,  as  you  proba 
allow  the  city  of  Las  Ve 
environmentally  sensitiv 
were  purchased.)  When  th 
merely  go  to  the  general 
and  private  lands  await 
strongly  opposed  to  the 
I  urge  your  district  to 
exchange  option,  and  als 
legislation  that  would  a 
public  and  private  lands 
be  tec  length"."  or  unorod 
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valuable  public  lands, 
ght  tc  the  land 
ge  of  "Santini- 3urton" 
lldation  of  both 
hanges  prove  to 


The  Bureau  in  many  of  its  213' 3  has  attempted  to  determine 
the  value  of  the  mineral  resources  within  a  W3A  without 
regard  to  the  overall  quantify  and  value  cf  those  resources 
that  lie  outside  the  W3A.  Further,  the  Bureau  has  prejudged 
tne  b". 3.  Geological  and  the  Congress  in  determinine  the 
relative  value  of  these  resources.  I  urge  the  Bureau 
to  consider  the  available  information  on  minerals  within  a 
«3A,  out  leave  the  final  evaluations  to  the  ll.S.G.S.  and 
Congress, 


- 


Q 


n 


I  support  the  recommendations  that  a  combination  of  the 
"Preferred  Alternative"  and  the  "Wilderness  Emphasis 
Alternative"  be  considered  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  area. 
The  5009  acre  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  together  with 
Exchequer  Peak  and  the  Goshute  Cave  should  be  Included 
in  any  recommendation. 

Although  the  South  Sgan  Range  has  net  recommended  for 

wilderness,  I  believe  the  area  described  in  the 

"Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative"  should  be  recommended 

for  wilderness.  Most  cf  the  mineral  conflicts  and  road-access 

conflicts  have  ceen  eliminated  in  the  Alternative,  ami  I 

see  no  reason  why  tne  BLA   should  exclude  this  area  from 

Its  wilderness  recommendation. 

The  46,631  acres  recommended  Dy  the  3LM  for  wilderness 
in  the  Pari:  range  is  excellent,  and  I  support  that 
recommendation.  The  ungrazed  meadows  and  grasslands  in 
this  area  area  a  unique  characteristic  of  this  area  . 

While  I  support  the  BLM's  recommendation  for  wilderness 
in  the  Riordan's  VJell  area,  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
"Wilderness  Alternative"  was  dismissed.  I  recommend 
that  the  BLX  reconsider  it's  decision  and  adopt  their 
".illdernes3  Alternative"  for  this  area. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  important 
tcpic  for  your  district. 

Sincerely, 
ill  f-ln  be__ 

JVetCf  van    3e 


RESPONSE  TO  COr 
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COMMENT  LETTER    68 
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Response    Number    1 

Resource  area-vrl.de  surveys  are  desirable  for  conducting  wilderness  studies,  but  In  the 
case  of  the  Egan  studies  were  impossible  to  attain  because  of  funding  and  timeframes. 
(They  have  been  available  for  other  studies,  such  as  those  for  the  Schell  Resource  Area 
In  the  Ely  District. )  There  Is  nonetheless  some  Implicit  Judgment  about  the  relative 
abundance  of  outside  opportunities  Ln  the  selection  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  In  the 
statements   about    Its   Impacts   on  energy   and  minerals. 

Response   Number    2 

The  Federal  Land  Poli  cy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  directed  the  Secretary  of  the 
interior  to  have  a  mineral  survey  completed  by  the  USGS /Bureau  of  Mines  on  all  areas 
recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness.  This  survey  is  done  completely  Independent  of 
the  BLM.  If,  when  these  mineral  surveys  are  complete  and  new  Information  Is  brought 
forward  whLch  would  require  the  proposed  actions  ln  this  document  to  be  changed,  an 
amendment  to  this  fLnal  EIS  would  be  written.  Congress  Is,  however,  In  no  way 
constrained    by    the    BLM's    recommendations. 

Response   Number    3 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wi  lderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed    were    sufficient    to    adequately   address    the    environmental    Impacts. 

Response    Number    4 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasl s  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  hLghly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possl ble  recreational  developments  and 
would    be    managed    ln    a   manner    to    preserve    these    special   values. 

Response    Number    5 

Your   support    for   the  Preferred  Alternative    for   the   Park  Range   has   been   noted. 

Response    Number   6 

Your  preference  for  the  4  5,791-acre ,  Wilderness  Emphasl  s  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document    has    been    noted . 


COMMENT  LETTER    68 
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Response    Number    1 

Your    support     for     the    Conservationist's    Alternative     for     the    Goshute    Canyon,     South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the   RLordan's   Well   WSA's   has   been   noted. 


21    Dec    1983 

Merrill   DeSpain,    Mgr. 
Ely    District,    BLM 
Star   Rt.    5,    Box    1 
Ely    NV    89803 

Subject:    Wilderness   Proposals,    Egan   Resource   Area 


Dear    Mr.    DeSpain: 

In  considering  the  question  of  wilderness  I  believe  the  BLM 
is  obligated  to  consider  the  question  of  "balance".  In 
considering  the  balance  of  a  wilderness  proposal  it  is  necessary 
to  remember  that  the  wilderness  values  of  most  of  the  public 
lands  have  already  been  destroyed.  The  hand  of  man  rests  very 
heavily  on  the  West,  on  Nevada,  and  on  the  Ely  District.  This 
lack  of  balance  in  the  current  situation  probobly  can't  be 
changed.  It  certainly  must  be  considered  by  the  BLM  in 
establishing  wilderness  recomendations.  Even  if  you  recommended 
as  wilderness  every  roadless  acre  in  the  district  you  would  still 
have  a  balance  tipped  against  natural  values.  This  lack  of 
balance  in  the  current  situation  mandates  wilderness 
recommendations  unless  you  are  faced  with  overwhelming  conflict 
unresolvable  without  development.  Such  a  situation  is  not 
established    for    the    Egan    Resource   Area. 

Wilderness  recommendation  is  thus  the  most  balanced 
recomendation  possible  unless  you  are  willing  to  recommend  that 
roads  be  closed  and  natural  values  be  restored  to  lands  now 
developed.  Even  Wilderness  recomendation  represents  a  loss  of 
natural  value  to  development.  This  bias  to  development  is  the 
result  of  the  BLM's  Wilderness  Management  Policy  which  seems  to 
protect  natural  values  only  if  it  is  not  inconvenient  to  the 
needs  of  man.  But,  discussion  of  the  Wilderness  Management  policy 
is  relevent  here  only  in  that  the  accomida tions  to  development 
found  in  that  policy  render  absurd  any  statement  that  a 
Wilderness  Recomendation  exacts  an  uncompensated  "cost"  from 
users  of  the  public  lands.  In  fact,  one  could  administer  as 
Wilderness  a  majority  of  the  District  without  exacting  any  costs 
except  those  needed  to  respect  the  long  term  needs  of  the  land. 
Since  it  is  not  possible  to  ignore  or  escape  those  "costs"  they 
should   not   be   a    factor    in   a   wilderness    decision. 

My  comments  on  your  proposal  are  made  in  the  context  on  your  need 
to   achieve   a    balance   of   values   as    explained   above. 


COMMENT  LETTER    69 


RESPONSE  TO  COMMENT  LETTER   69 


1)  In  the  South  Egan  Range  you  should  look  to  and  adopt  the 
Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative.  The  wilderness  and  natural 
values  are  clearly  shown  in  the  inventory.  This  area  should  be 
protected,  and  can  be  protected  without  serious  conflict. 

2)  In  the  Riordan's  Well  area  one  finds  important  natural 
values.  Since  the  conflicts  are  insignificant  I  suggest  your 
recomendation  for  wilderness  be  expanded  by  8,000  acres. 

3)  Your  recomendation  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  area  apperars 
to  be  heavily  influenced  by  speculation  about  possible  mineral 
potential.  The  Wilderness  and  natural  values  are  real.  They 
exist  now.  They  are  not  speculation.  They  are  fragile  and 
perishable.  Your  wilderness  recomendation  for  this  area  should 
be  at  least  28,000  acres. 

4)  Congratulations!  Your  proposal  for  the  Park  Range  shows 
respect  and  recognition  for  the  unique  accomplishment  represented 
by  that  area.  Any  grassland  area  that  can  survive  100  years  of 
"stewardship"  by  the  cattle  industry  deserves  a  chance  to 
continue.  Legislative  designation  as  wilderness  would  only  be 
legislative  acknowledgement  of  what  nature  herself  has  done: 
create  a  remote  pristine  area  inaccesable  to  the  benefits  of 
human  attention.   I  support  your  proposal. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  your  wilderness 
recomendations. 


1238  Camelot      > 
Boise,  Idaho  83704 


Response  Number  I 

Your  preference  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range    in    the    draft    document    Is    noted. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  important  values  in  the  Riordan's  Weil  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  in  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Response    Number    3 

Your  preference  for  a  28,000-acre  alternative  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  has  been 
noted .  The  BLM  dete  rral  ned  that  the  four  alternati  ves  analyzed  In  this  document  we  re 
sufficient    to   adequately    address    the    environmental    impacts. 


ORAL  TESTIMONIES 
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MR.  IVERSON:  My  name  Is  Paul  Iverson, 

Carson  City,  Nevada.   I  represent  the  newly  created  Nevada 
Department  of  Minerals. 

The  Nevada  Department  of 

Minerals  has  several  concerns  relating  to  the  Egan  Resource 
Management  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

A  primary  concern  is  a 
proposal  to  close  several  sections  of  land  in  which  there 
are  currently  or  have  in  the  past  been  exploration  activities 
also  areas  having  potential  for  geothermal  development  and 
sections  of  land  under  oil  and  gas  leases. 

The  department  Is  also 
concerned  about  the  designated  mineral  potential  as  stated 
in  llu-  dintl  document  ul.  inn.   We  believe  that  an  aiua's 
Hoi!  minora!  potential  can  nevci  be  Cully  known  until 
actual  minim]  and  exploration  occurs.   In  many  cases  the 
major  mineral  deposits  are  overlooked  or  ignored  until  new 
techno logical  breakthroughs  or  shifts  in  industrial  needs 
suddenly  transform  an  area  which  seemed  to  have  little  or 
no  mineral  potential  into  ^  prime  exploration  target. 

From  our  viewpoint, 
wilderness  study  areas  should  only  be  considered  if  an 
aiuu  has  no  mineral  resource  potential  and  that  that  is, 
areas  wilIi  significant  geological  data  to  indicate  the 
lack  of  favorable  host  rocks  or  mineral  resources  given 
today's  mining  technology  and,  of  course,  present  and 
predicted  economic  conditions. 


Furthermore,  the  department 
feels  that  if  any  area  has  favorable  mineral  potential 
that  is  to  be  recommended  as  wilderness,  it  should  only  bt( 
because,  one,  there  are  no  alternate  sites,  with  no  mineral 
potential  or  two,  if  intense  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  U.^. 
Bureau  of  Mines  study  has  been  conducted  at  a  sufficient  level 
of  detail  to  reclassify  the  area  as  having  no  resource  poientia 

The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerals 
would  like  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  preserving  and 
expanding  the  mining  industry  in  the  State  of  Nevada  is 

considered  a  major  element  in  the  Governor's  economic 

'I'   .-l'.p nl  |.i  •>■■}*  am. 

Tlie  liep-u  on.  nl  f.?e  I  a  that 
Wl  ltteiiiiiaa  designation  ol  such  areas  as  those  in  the  Ivjan 
H.  whiito  n.ea  would  be  in  direct  conilict  with  the  State '  f 
economic  development  plan.   The  Uepai t mcnL  of  Minerals 
remains  an  active  paiticipant  in  the  clearinghouse  procusf 
by  reviewing  and  analyzing  proposed  wilderness  study  area* 
with  other  State  agencies  and  negotiate  with  them  on 
important  issues  such  as  mineral  potential.   Since  diffeifnt 
agencies  aie  concerned  with  various  issues  the  negotiation 
process  [uovides  for  State  concensus  resulting  in  the 
drafting  of  a  recommended  State  policy  which  is  submitted 
LO  the  Governor  for  his  review  and  final  approval. 

As  a  closing  statement,  the 
department  does  value  preserving  some  public  lands  for 
future  generations  and  scientific  study  as  long  as  the 
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mining  industry  which  is  so  essential  to  our  national 
defense  and  this  State's  progressive  economy  can  remain 
healthy  and  be  provided  the  opportunity  to  pursue  new 
mineral  resources. 

Thank    you. 


Response   Number   1 

All  areas  are  candidates  for  wilderness  designation,  whether  they  have  high,  moderate, 
low,    or   no  mineral    potential. 

Response    Number   2 

Although  nonlmpalrtng  geochemlcal  and  geophysical  studies  can  be  conducted  to  assess 
mineral  potentials,  In  order  to  determine  that  an  area  has  no  mineral  resource 
potential,  its  naturalness  and  other  values  would  have  to  be  Impacted  by  extensive 
exploration.  To  do  so  In  the  search  for  suitable  wilderness  areas  could  paradoxically 
destroy  the  resource  that  Is  being  considered  for  protection.  This,  of  course,  would 
thwart  the  original  interest  of  Congress  when  It  established  the  National  Wilderness 
Preservation  System.  Furthermore,  the  Congress  did  not  Indicate  any  Intent  to  prohibit 
designation  of  areas  with  mineral  potential.  Instead,  It  mandated  an  extensive  mineral 
survey  for  all  areas  prior  to  designation  so  that  a  reasoned  and  knowledgeable  balancing 
of  values  could  be  conducted.  Where  It  appears  that  wilderness  values  outweigh  mineral 
(and  other  competing  resources)  values  based  upon  the  best  available  Information,  then 
wilderness  designation  Is  Indicated.  No  single  resource  will  always  have  priority  In 
these   management    recommendations. 

Response   Number   3 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
be  designated  as  wilderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected 
by  wilderness  designation.  This  Is  not  considered  to  be  an  excessive  recommendation. 
The  economic  and  social  Impacts  which  would  result  from  the  recommendation  have  been 
thoroughly  considered.  All  available  Information  Indicates  that  Impacts  would  be 
InslgnLflcant    to   all   sectors   of    the   local   and   state   economics. 


TESTIMONY     2 
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MR.  DEl.UHOSSOs     It's  only  qoinq  to  take 

a  second. 

As    Paul    Iverson    mentioned 
the    State    is    getting    together    the    various    departments    and 
divisions    to    consider   wilderness    proposals    and    one   of    the 
reason?   we    are    here    tonight    is    to    get    imput    from   the    local 
people,     get    their    feelings.  find    we're    a    little    bit 

disappointed    there    weren't   more    comments    made.       But   what 
we    have    heard    has    been    helpful.       Thank   you. 


Response  Humber    1 

Thank   you   for   your   comments. 


TESTIMONY    3 


TESTIMONY   3 


MR.  WARREN.   My  name  is  Bob  Warren.   I'm  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Nevada  Mining  Association.   The 
Mining  Association  lias  some  730,  I  guess,  up  to  this  time, 
members.   Sixty  of  them  are  the  larger  corporations;  the 
Anacondas,  Kennecotts,  and  Duvals. 

The  larger  operating  mining  companies  in  Nevada 
upon  which  the  rural  communities  depend  tor  their  economic 

sustenance --others  are  individuals  who  are  interested  in  mining  - 
hope  to  be  someday  prospectors,  hope  to  be  someday  producers  and 
"■*"'■'■ '  "''  "  "L  equipment  mid  StlppUoa,  j  ml  minlji.j  law  attorneys. 

A  large  number  of  them  are  o  1  aj;  ».i  1  1  exploration 
firms;   some  of  the  largest  exploration  firms  in  the  nation 
and  some  of  the  most  sophisticated  in  the  world. 

We,  also,  I  feel,  represent  directly  the  people 
who  live  In  our  rural  areas  in  Nevada  who  must  depend  upon 
mining  and  ranching  for  u  lung-term  economic  liability;  the 
families,  their  children,  thfi..-.  cous  it..-,  ,  and  all  of  the  people 
'•.i.i  append  upon  a  strong  ecor  .pic  base  for  continued  hic.-h 
-juainv  of  life,  which  tin;.  I.ope  io  preserve  in  Nevada. 

'■'  I  >>.il  statement  is  not  to  be  i  nl  e  i  p!  e  t  e  i  r.v 
Che  individual  staffers  of  the  Bl.M  as  critical  of  them  as 
individuals.   I  respect  your  integrity  and  your  professional 
competence,  and  you  know  that  I  do. 

1  think,  however,  that  my  remarks  will  demonstrate 
that  you  are  victims  of  the  system. 

A  careful  reading  of  the  Draft  Resource  Management 
Plan  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  leaves  the  Nevada 
Mining  Association  to  reluctantly  conclude  the  judgmental 
elements  of  this  report  are  heavily  biased  toward  creation  of 
wilderness  at  the  expense  of  the  development  of  the  resource 


potential  of  the  proposed  wilderness  areas. 

The  Judgments  that  flow  from  this  systemic 
bias  will  irretrievably  Injure  the  economic  viability  of  the 
communities  near  these  sites.   This  built-in  bias  toward 
wilderness  is  probably  not  evident  to  the  BLM  prof ess tonals' who 
prepared  this  document,  because  it  flows  logically  from  certain 
key  assumptions  in  the  planning  process.   The  result,  however, 
unfortunately.  Is  an  anti-mining  document. 

These  two  assumptions:   Assumption  one,  the 
latluj;  system  to  determine  mineral  potential  Is  prejudicial 
nnd  unprofessional  eccordir.g  to  top  exploration  geologists, 
many  ol  whom  ore  located  in  Reno,  because  Nevada  is  now 
considered  one  ol  the  pr  in,e#  t  urge  t  s  for  mineral  potential  In 
the  entire  I'nUcd  States  and,  indeed,  in  the  world,  we  have 
firms  here  from  Belgium,  Seutil  America   France,  Germany,  England. 
We  have  the  top  talent,  the  cream  of  the  talent  in  the  state. 

A  high  rating  for  mineral  potential  Is  given  only 
if  the  area  shows  favoreole  geological  characteristics.   Of 
course,  that  would  be  appropriate.   And  if  the  area  is  contained 
or  are  extinctions  of  active  or  inactive  properties  which  show 
evidence  of  ore  for  mineralization.   In  other  words,  to  rate 
high.  And  If  you  are  not  high  you  are  not  to  be  ,-onsidered  -, 
candidate  for  wilderness.  To  rate  high  there  must  have  be.--, 
previous  evidence  of  mining  --  evidence  of  previous  .ainirife 

Based  upon  this  flawed  rating  system,  such  major 
mineral  areas  such  as  Freeport's  World-Class  Gold  Mine 
Elko  City  and  the  U.S.  Steel  Corporation"  S  discovery  of  ue.,-;-ly 
two  billion  tons  of  high-grade  ore  east  of  Yerington,  do  not 
qualify  as  areas  of  high  mineral  potential.   Yet,  these  are 
some  of  the  most  significant  discoveries  made  in  the  last  ten 
years  in  Nevada . 
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Face  it,  we  wouldn't  qualify  under  the  definition 
of  high  mineral  potential  In  the  Bl.M's  rating  system.   In 
similar  "non-mining  areas"  today,  other  important  discoveries 
of  minerals  and  resources  are  being  made.   They  are  the  results 
of  today's  :ni,)ii  t  s  t  icuted  geologic  models  and  geologic  concepts, 
thus,  the  built-in  bias  number  one; 

The  l)L,M  staff  cannot  properly  rate  an  area's 
mineral  potential  under  the  system.   Areas  with  potential  for 
production  are  thereby  automatically  underrated  and  become 
candidates  for  wilderness. 

Assumption  number  two:   There  are  only  two  of 
them  that  1  am  commenting  on  that  have  created  this  systemic 
bias.   Quoting  from  the  page  105  of  the  draft  E1S,  ve  find 
the  following  assumption:  "There  would  be  minimal  overall 
impacts  on  the  local  non-ranching  community,"  if  we  were  not 
permitted  to  mine,  in  other  words. 

If  the  exploration  tor  the  production  of  mineral 
resources  is  forfeit,  there  .cuid  be  forces  -  there  will  be 
minimal  overall  economic  impact.;  3n  the  local  non-ranching 
coraunity.   I  will  ofier  evidence  later  to  demonstrate  t! b 

fallacy  lit  tuia  assumption. 

Bat  vi-h  ':K"r   ..  assumption  as  planning  (JuifleJ  ''  "•«•*  .'  - 
and  ir  is  one  of  the  planning  guidelines,  BLM  staff  lias  found  it 
much  more  comfortable  to  make  the  judgment  that  wilderness  values 
outweigh  the  benefits  that  would  flow  from  future  mineral 
production . 

Speaking  specifically  to  this  Egan  draft,  may  I 
point  out  the  erroneous  conclusions  that  have  resulted  from  these 
two  erroneous  planning  assumptions?   For  instance,  in  the 
analysis  of  the  Park  Range,  the  technical  draft  states,  Page  11: 


e 


"Wilderness  values  are  high  and  in  nearly  all  cases  take 
precedence  over  current  or  potential  Incompatible  uses." 

BLM  can  support  such  a  conclusion  when  it  la  based 
upon  an  assumption  of  only  minimal  economic  impact  on  the  Nevada 
communities  when  the  future  of  mineral  production  Is  forfeit. 

The  analysis  of  the  Riordan's  Well  states  also: 

"Wil  li-rness  values  are  limited"  --  and  they  don't  point  out 
that  they  arc  limited  --  "but  appear  to  be  the  highest  and  boat 
use  for  tne  core  of  this  area." 

This  statement,  despite  the  high  mineral  potential 
of  this  area,  which  I  will  document  again  in  our  program, 
and  I  air,  quoting,  again,  "The  wilderness  values  were  of  more 
importance  than  a  moderate  potential  for  minerals  based  on  a 
geologic  Inference." 

But  the  conclusion  of  "moderate  potential"  is 
based  upon  the  faulty  definition  of  what  is  high  or  moderate 
mineral  potential.   It  flows,  again,  in  part  from  built-in 
bias  number  one:   That  there  must  hove  been  previous  mining 
to  rate  as  high  potential. 

And  we  all  know  that  is  no  longer  a  proper 
geologic  determination.   The  best  discoveries  in  Nevada  are 
being  ".lade  in  areas  that  had  no  exploration  previous  and  no 
evidence  of  previous  mining. 

To  comment  on  the  Cot.hute  Canyon,  we  find  the 
same  bias  in  the  analysis  of  the  Uoshutu  Canyon.   The  analysis 
stales:   "It  was  decided  that  known  high  wilderness  values  in 
this  situation  outweighed  an  unknown  potential  for  mineral 
resources . " 

Here  again,  the  two  key  planning  assumptions 
lead  to  inaccurate  conclusions.  The  minerals  rating  system 
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fails  to  recognize  the  mineral  potential,  and  it  was  assumed 
that  forfeited  mineral  production  is  of  minimal  concern  to 
persons  living  within  that  county.   Thus,  BLM  staff  Js  able 
to  conclude  that  wilderness  is  the  highest  use  of  the  land. 

Quoting  from  a  report  prepared  at  BLM ' s  request 
by  the  Nevada  Mining  Association.  BLM  asked  ua  to  review  the 
Uilil  report,  which  was  contracted  for  by  BLM.  to  review  the 
areas.   It  was  largely  literature  search  and  BLM  recognized 
that.   So  they  asked  me  to  put  together  some  of  the  top 
exploration  jobs  in  the  world  and  in  Nevada.   I  did  so    I 
did  so.  and  about  nine  of  them  reviewed  the  report  and  found 
that  because  it  was  limited  to  a  search  of  literature, 
primarily  the  officers  didn't  have  a  chance  to  get  out  In  the 
field,  but  they  had  terribly  understated  some  of  the  potential. 

For  instance, in  the  Goshute  Canyon  area  the 
nine  geologists  concluded  this,  and  I  am  quoting  from  the 
report:   "High  exploration  potential  for  precious  and  base 
ntetu  Is." 

Listen  to  tills:  "The  formation  names  of  units 
in  the  Cherry  Creek  Range  sounds  like  a  "Who's  Who"  of  host 
rocks  for  major  ore  bod  it's." 

Yet,  Che  conclusions  of  the  BLM,  EIS  and  the 
U.S.  management  report  says  this  is  an  unknown  potential  and, 
therefore,  it  cannot  be  considered  as  a  component  weight  against 
the  wilderness  values. 

Let  me  move  now  to  more  specific  comments  which 
will  be  backed  again  by  documentation  entered  into  your 
record. 

Back  again  to  assumption  number  one,  a  high 
mineral  potential  rating  is  limited  only  to  areas  of  previous 
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mining  or  evidence  of  mineralization.   BLM's  own  geologists 
know  that  this  is  untrue.   I  had  talked  to  some  of  them  about 
this.   They  are  disturbed  about  the  trap  that  has  been  laid 
for  them,  because  all  of  rhese  guidelines  were  laid  down  by  a 
previous  administration  at  a  time  when  there  was  not  only  a 
systemic  bias  towards  the  creation  of  wilderness,  but  there  was 
a  political  bias  at  that  time. 

I  suggest  that  BLM's  management  --  because  the 
geologists  don't  need  to  do  that  --  confer  with  the  Nevada 
Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology  and  other  geologists  identified  In 
my  exhibits,  and  those  geologists  that  put  this  report  together 
are  some  of  the  people  from  Noranda  Exploration,  the  eighth 
largest  mining  company  from  the  United  States;  from  the 
Anaconda,  from  the  Freeport  Exploration,  from  Asarco,  and 

several  of  the  independent  j,,l,u  including  the  former  professor 
of  the  Mackay  School  of  Mines. 

I  would  suggest  that  the  management  confer  and 
find  out  the  true  feeling  about  what  is  and  what  1b  not  a  proper 
tool,  to  Identify  mineral  potential  in  an  urea.   I  will  also 
pluce  some  testimony  In  the  report  ritc|Uewtcd  by  BLM  from  the 
Nevada  [lining  Association    This  In  the  report  1  Just  told  you 
about . 

We  did  this,  and  we  find  that  the  limited  report 
ot  the  dealing  contract  baBed  upon  the  dollars  available, 
simply  wasn't  able  to  Identify  mineral  potential.   We  urge, 
therefore,  that  BLM  adopt  a  more  professionally  recognized  rating 
system  for  mineral  potential. 

And  we  likewise  urge  BLM  to  make  use  of  the 
information  compiled  by  SMA'a  team  of  nine  skilled  geologists, 
and  I  will  submit  that  into  the  record. 
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Finally,  we  urge  BLM  also  to  re- think  assumption 

number  two;  that  the  lose  of  future  mineral  production  will  have 

only  "a  minimal  overall  impact  on  the  local  non-ranching  mining 
community ."   I  can  put  it  in  parenthesis  that  if  you  are  talking 

about  ranching  community ,  it  is  also  go any  to  have  an  impact  on 

the  ranching  community.   because  Nevada  ranchers  know.   They  do 

not  believe  the  statement  by  die  Federal  Government  that  if  you 

create  a  wilderness  you  will  be  able  to  continue  to  raise  your 

cows,  continue  to  have  access  to  your  water  wells  and  to  your 

tanks .   They  know  better . 

And  the  Cattlemen's  Association  of  Nevada  and  NatKj. 

Cattlemen  have  resolved  repeatedly  chat  they  are  terribly  concerned 
about  sec  Ling  these  areas  aside  for  wilderness,  because  they  know: 
eventually  it  will  severely  cripple  the  cattle  industry. 

These  assumptions  have  robbed  BLM  of  the  objectivity 
it  needs  to  evaluate  which  public  lands  should  be  closed  to 
mineral  production  if  continued  --  And  it  has  gone  on  with  the 
previous  reports  \    that  was, the  same  Bystemtc  bias  has  continued  - 
this  statewide  bias  will  severely  injure  the  economic 
viability  of  Nevada's  rural  communities  which  must  depend  upon 
ranching  and  mining  for  the  next  100  years  or  mora  as  a  source 
of  employment,  income,  tax  revenues,  and  the  economic  vitality 
that  can  contribute  to  the  high  quality  of  life  for  Nevada's 
rural  citizens. 

We  are  talking  about  wilderness  to  contribute  to 
the  high  quality  of  l^fe  for  the  hikers.   We  ought  to  consider  thp 
high  quality  of  the  life  to  the  rural  citizens  who  live  in  the  arpa; 

The  necessity  of  continued  mining  and,  therefore, 
access  to  future  mineral  deposits,  is  documented  by  a  recent  stud* 
by  throe  University  of  Nevada  economists,  published  by  the 
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Bureau  of  Business  and  Economic  Research  --  and  1  will  submit 

this  into  the  record  conryht  --  the  report  is  entitled  "An  Analys  i.  a 

of  the  Economic  Impact  of  the  Mining  Industry  on  Nevada ' s  Economy . " 

If  someone  would  like  to  know  about  the  importance 
of  the  mining  industry  to  the  rural  commun i ty ,  you  need  to  review 
this  highly  professional  report. 

If  BLM  faila  to  correct  this  bias  toward 
Wilderness  built  into  the  statewide  wilderness  evaluations 
syst  ein,  the  agency  will  severe  1  y  Injure  the  long-term  lntercs  la 
of  the  ranching  industry,  as  I  had  pointed  out,  the  interest  of 
vehicle  orientated  recreationists  who  need  more,  not  less, 
access  to  Nevada's  mo un tain  pla  yg rounds ;  the  interest  of 
hunters  who  can  no  longer  drive  into  some  of  the  best  hunting 
areas  in  the  State;  and,  of  course,  the  mining  industry  which 
must  mine  where  nature  created  and  exposed  ore  deposits,  not 
deep  beneath  Nevada's  valleys  and  dry  lake  beds. 

THE  HEARING  OFFICER:  '  Would  you  conclude  -- 

MH.  WARREN:   Yes.   I  have  one  paragraph  left. 

Nevada ' s  preservationists  are  asking  for 
exel ua lonary  use  of  up  to  five  percent  of  the  public  lands. 
Mining  would  be  happy  with  one- tenth  of  this  to  mine.   Our 
activities  disturb  about  a  scratch  of   a,  chicken  in  a  large 
football  field. 

Nevada ' s  ranking  geologists  recognize  that  some 
70  percent  of  this  land  being  proponed  for  wilderness  has 
high  potential  for  mineral  production.   And,  in  fact,  some  of 
it  is  probably  the  most  favorable  area  in  the  State.   Inasmuch 
as  there  are  70  percent,  there  still  are  30  percent  probably 
that  would  not  have  high  potential;  that  would  be  an  ample 
area,  considering  all  of  the  wilderness  areas,  some  hundred 
areas  of  Nevada  in  consideration  for  wilderness. 
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If  30  percent  belonged  Co  Che  Forest  Service  and 
the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  Wildlife,  and  the  Federal 
Department  were  put  together,  there  would  be  a  vast  wilderness 
State  without  injuring  the  mining  and  ranching 
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My    final    comment,    please   don't    forfeit    the 
long-term    interests    of    Nevada's    rural    mining    communities    for 
a    trickle    of   Nevada    and   out-of-state    hikers    who    seek    a 
"wilderness    experience"   without    concern    for    the    obvious    injury 
to    the    economy    and   quality    of    life    of   rural    Nevadans. 

I   will    submit    these   documents    for    the    record. 
Thank    you . 


Response  Number    1 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
be  designated  as  wilderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected 
by  wilderness  designation.  This  Is  not  considered  to  be  an  excessive  recommendation. 
The  economic  and  social  Impacts  which  would  result  from  the  recommendation  have  been 
thoroughly  considered.  All  available  Information  Indicates  that  Impacts  w~.,ld  be 
Insignificant    to   all   sectors   of   the    local  and   state   economics. 

Response   Number   2 

The  definition  for  high  mineral  potential  used  by  the  Great  Basin  GEM  Joint  Venture  an 
Independent    group    contracted    by    the    BLM    to    rate    potentials    In    Nevada    WSA's,    reads    as 

The  geologic  environment,  the  Inferred  geologic  processes,  the  reported  mineral 
occurrences,  and  the  known  mines  or  deposits  indicate  high  favorablllty  for 
accumulation  of   mineral   resources. 

IhLSr-™fl!n,U°!!  all°"8  t0X  "  Ugh  rattllg  ln  Previously  unmlned  areas.  The  findings  of 
the  GEM  Joint  Venture  were  accepted  by  the  BLM  largely  without  change,  so  that  the  above 
definition  of  high  potential  supercedes  the  one  listed  In  the  Egan  Wilderness  Technical 
Report.  All  areas  found  by  the  GEM  Joint  Venture  to  have  high  mLneral  potential  are 
shown   on  maps   and    reported  In   the    text  of    this   document. 

Response   Number   3 

All    areas    are    candidates    for    wilderness    designation,    whether    they    have    high,    moderate 
low,    or   no   mineral    potential.  ■»•»«•», 

Response   Number  4 

The  quote  from  page  105  in  the  Draft  Resource  Management  Plan  is  not  a  generic 
assumption,  it  is  a  conclusion  about  the  specifLc  proposals  contained  in  the  Preferred 
lifc'SS  ^ere     would     be     "minimal     overall     impacts"     as     a     result     of     designating 

106  598  acres  as  wilderness.  The  impacts  of  the  alternative  on  future  mineral 
production  and  on  other  components  of  the  local  economy  have  been  given  due 
consideration  in  the  Egan  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  and  will  continue  to  receive 
treatment   in   the   mineral  surveys   conducted   for   the   suitable   areas. 

Response   Number    5 

The  selected  statement  referred  to  here  comes  from  the  "Alternatives"  Chapter  of  the 
Technical  Report,  not  the  "Environmental  Consequences"  Chapter.  The  statement  describes 
the  guidance  used  to  formulate  one  alternative  for  one  area.  The  analysis  of  la pacts 
which  follows  concludes,  indeed,  that  wilderness  designation  for  the  Park  Range  (46,831 
acres)  would  not  significantly  affect  the  minerals  Industry.  This  conclusion  applies 
only  to  this  area  in  this  alternative.  It  is  not  a  gimera1  Tsumptlon  about  wilderness 
designation's    Impacts   on    the    industry. 

Response    Number    6 

The  best  available  Information  Indicates  low  to  moderate  favorablllty  for  mineral 
accumulation   In    the    Riordan's   Well   WSA. 

Response    Number    7 

This  quote,  taken  out  of  context,  refers  to  the  formulation  of  alternatives,  not  the 
assessment  of  Impacts.  It  refers  to  one  part  of  the  Coshute  Canyon  WSA,  not  the  entire 
area.  The  same  paragraph  states  that  "the  southern  third  is  recommended  unsuitable 
because  of  a  combination  of  high  and  moderate  favorablllty.1*  The  BLM  Is  fully  aware  of 
the    Importance   of  mining    to    the    local   economy. 
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Response  Number  6 

The  GEM  report  for  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA  lists  high  mineral  potential  in  the  south  end 
of  the  area,  and  moderate  potential  for  much  of  the  remainder.  Thl  3  information  was 
incorporated  in  the  Wilderness  Technical  Report,  the  RMP,  and  this  document,  and  is 
directly  responsible  for  the  diminished  configuration  of  the  preliminarily  suitable  part 
of  the  WSA. 

Response  Number  9 

The  assessment  of  mineral  potential  has  been  given  top  priori  ty  in  the  wilderness 
studies.  Not  only  is  this  policy,  it  is  mandated  In  the  Wilderness  Act  and  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act.  The  best  Information  available  to  the  BLM  at  this  time 
Indicates  that  withdrawal  from  mineral  entry  of  the  2.fl  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
contained  in  the  suitable  areas  would  affect  the  mining  Industry  very  little.  However, 
this  analysis  is  just  the  beginning.  Every  area  that  is  found  suitable  for  designation 
must  undergo  an  extensive  mineral  survey  conducted  by  the  U-S.  Geological  Survey  and  the 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines.  New  findings  can  affect  the  suitability  recommendation  for  any 
WSA.  The  redundancy  and  intensity  of  minerals  impact  analysis  la  designed  to  avoid  any 
major    economic    dislocations. 

Response   Number    10 

We   have   incorporated   your   report   Into   the   Final  EIS. 


Response    Number    11 

The  Nevada  Cattleman's  Association,  in  a  letter  dated  1983  supported  wilderness 
designation  in  four  (unspecified)  roadless  areas  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area.  This  letter 
is  on   file   at    the   Ely   District   Office. 

Response    Number    12 

Wilderness    is    not    an   exclusive    use  of    the    land.      Livestock   grazing,    for  example,   will   be 

allowed      to     continue     at     present  levels.        The     benefits     of     designation     may     also     be 

wide-ranging,  affecting  resources  such  as  wildlife,  watershed,  and  social  values  of 
long-standing . 

Response  Number  13 

The  BLM  believes  that  the  wilderness  recommendations  for  the  Egan  Resource  Area  are 
reasonable  response  to  the  Congressional  mandate  contained  in  the  Wilderness  Act  and  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act.  By  recommending  that  2.8  percent  of  the 
Resource  Area  be  set  aside  as  wilderness,  the  BLM  Is  contributing  to  the  establishment 
of  "an  enduring  resource  of  wilderness"  for  "the  permanent  good  of  the  whole  people ," 
not  just  for  a  few  "Nevada  and  out-of-state  hikers."  These  recommendations  come  only 
after  extensive  consideration  of  their  effecLB  on  other  resources  and  uses,  and  are 
subject    to   modification    after    still    further    study. 


MR.  WATSON:   My  name  is  Charles  S   Watson,  Jr., 
Director  o  £  the  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association,   The 
headquarters  are  in  Carson  City,  Nevada.   We  are  an  organization 
of  approximately  4  00  members,  not  only  in  Nevada,  but  in  17 
other  a  tatea . 

The  main  thrust  of  our  organization  is  in  support 

oC  the  continued  existence  of  the  public  lands  and  public 

oi.uershlp.   We  also  exist  for  the  support  of  the  Federal  Lands 

Policy  Management  Act. 

*  »  • 
Those  are  now  our  wilderness  reconunendat ions : 

Number  one,  Goshute  Canyon.   We  endorse  a  combination  of  the 

preferred  alternative  and  the  wilderness  emphasis  alternative. 

We  have  visited  this  exceptional  and  unique  wild  land.   The 
existence  of  the  native  trout  streams  and  such  wonders  as  the 

Couhute  Cava    wm  u  first  inventoried  by  NO HA  in  our  NOHA  Index 

and  Survey  nearly  2U  years  ago. 

In  the  mid-1970s,  we  again  visited  the  canyon  with 
til.H   perLonnel  and  actually  obseived  the  native  1'iBh  in  the  Goahut 
Creek  area.   We  carue  away  truly  astonished  and  impressed  with  its 
geological,  botanical,  archeological  and  wildlife  attributes. 

The  area  has  rare  spotted  bats,  Utah  cutthroat 
trout,  ancient  Brietlecone  pine  forests  and  truly  spectacular 
cliffs  and  canyons.   We  urge  preservation  of  28,600  acres. 

The  South  Egan  Range:   We  are  very  concerned  and 
perplexed  over  the  failure  of  the  BLM  to  include  this  area  in 
its  preferred  alternative.   We  know  of  stunning  sets  of  towering 
bluffs,  hidden  gorges,  white  fir  forests  from  Brown  Knoll  to 
Sheep  Pass  Canyon.   Again,  this  area  contains  ancient 
Bristlecone  pines  and  an  unusual  pit  cave  --  angel  cave  --  near 
the  top  of  the  range. 
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The  Egan  Range  is  known  to  us  as  an  Important 
habitat  for  predatory  birds.   All  too  often,  we  have  seen  the 
BLM  indicate  that  "wayB"  both  in  and  outside  of  the  W3A 
constitute  "substantial"  intrusions  and  thereafter  effects 
sol i  t  ude , 

We  challenge  such  statements  in  the  light  of  our 
investigations  of  district  and  state  office  records  and 
photographs  of  these  roads  we  have  seen.   They  are  clearly 
trails  and  ways.   These  are  for  the  most  part  paths  that 
actually  help  the  casual  hiker  enjoy  the  wilderness 
threshold.   This  is  truly  one  of  the  most  rugged  areas  of 
wild  lands  in  the  State.   It  is  an  exceptional  area;  and  we 
recommend  protection  of  57,660  acres. 

The  Park  Range:   We  hove  known  this  area  from 
explorations  dating  back  to  I960.   This  range  was  one  of  the 
first  ile  facto  roadless  wilderness  areas  to  be  noted  in  our 
Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Resources  Index  and  Survey. 

While  there  are  no  towering  peaks,  it  is' one  of 
the  most  pristine  massif-type  mountain  areas  --  massif, 
M-o-s-s-i-f  --  in  the  state.   It  has  a  great  resemblance  to  the 
Black  Mills  of  South  Dakota.   It  is  known  to  us  for  its  pristine 
hidden  glens,  beautiful  seili  inent  ary  rock  formations,  untouched 
meadows,  and  colorful  bluffs  and  cliffs.   It  has  high  value 
for  wilderness  screening,  because  it  is  well  forested. 
Therefore,  we  urge  46,831  acres  for  wilderness  protection. 

Riordan's  Well:   This  organization  urges  45,791 
acres  as  suitable  for  protection  as  wilderness.   These 
mountainous  ridges,  which  extend  up  to  9,352  feet,  is  in 
an  area  rich  in  geological  displays;  faulting,  complex  thrusts, 
and  vulcanism. 


Its  higher  slopes  are  covered  with  virgin 
ponderosa  and  there  are  cliffs,  bluffs  and  ridges  known  to 
contain  important  predatory  bird  raptors.   It  is  an  important 
winter  deer  habitat,  and  we  have  received  reports  of  elk  in 
the  WSA. 

There  is  a  cave  system  in  the  area,  which  has  yet 
to  he  explored  un-i  ,:,ap..il  by  professional  spe  1  tinkers  .  .  Too  many 
of  these  virgin  caves  are  being  lost,  even  before  the  most 
rudimentary  examinations  can  be  made  of  them. 

We  simply  are  not  convinced  by  reading  the  BLM's 
technical  report,  that  they  truly  understand  what  a  treasure- 
trove  this  series  of  connected  Grant  Range  ridges  is.   Surely, 
enough  is  known  concerning  its  wilderness  character  to  upgrade 
the  BLM's  preferred  alternative. 

I  have  some  closing  remarks.   The  bibliography  of 
the  reports  that  have  been  issued  by  the  BLM,  not  the  Ely 
District  but  others.   m  closing  we  must  point  out  B  glaring 
omission  in  all  the  BLM  reports  we  have  seen,  including  Egan, 
that  have  come  out  in  Las  Vegas  and  other  areas  as  well. 

Since  1959,  we  have  repeatedly  brought  the 
NORA  Index  and  Survey  --  this  is  a  giant  book,  25  pounds,  that 
contains  photographs,  maps,  and  narratives  --  and  periodically 
we  visit  every  district  in  the  State  of  Nevada,  including 
resource  area  offices.   Much  information  that  was  in  BLM  files 
that  was  used  to  consider  these  WSA ' a  came  as  a  result  of  the 
NORA  Index  and  Survey  being  fed  into  the  BLM  planning  system 
as  early  aa  1966. 

The  NORA  Index  and  Survey  is  a  large  Inventory, 
consisting  of  mainly  maps,  short  narratives,  and  extensive 
color  photographs  of  BLM  wild  lands  which  dates  back  to  1958. 
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It  ia  extremely  comprehensive.   Even  the  Public  Land  Law  Review 
Commission  and  eh-e  National  Park  Service  in  1966  and  1969  have 
m»iuo  in  i  ,  ..  lerpjjtcs  to  Congress  t  lid  l  i_iiis  InvcuLo'.  \  wus  the 
first  and  original  BLM  public  lands  environmental  project  In 
the  nat ion . 

We  trust,  therefore,  Lhat  the  record  will  be 
corrected  in  regard  to  putting  the  references* oi  the  NORA  Index 
and  Survey  intc^  thern.   Thank  you  very  much. 


-'■■> 
'  1 


Response  Number   1 

Your    preference    for    a    combination    of    the    Preferred   and    Wilderness    Emphasis  Alternatl  ves 

from     the     draft     document     is     noted.        The     BLM     determined     that     the     four  alternatives 

analyzed  were  sufficient  to  adequately  address  the  envl ronmental  Impacts.  The  native 
trout   Btreams   and  Goshute   Cave  are   contained  within   the   Proposed   Action. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphast  s  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  la  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  brlstlecone  pine,  raptor  habitat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible 
recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  in  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values . 

Response   Number   3 

In  several  cases,  primitive  roadB  and  ways  have  provided  partial  reasons  for  nonsultable 
recommendations.  Oftentimes  thLs  is  so  not  only  because  of  the  unnatural  appearance  of 
the  travel  routes,  which  is  in  some  cases  admittedly  alight;  but  also  because  of  the 
lmpracticality  of  ever  closing  such  routes  to  vehicles,  because  of  the  impacts  such 
vehicles  would  have  on  a  wilderness  area,  and  because  of  the  cumulative  effect  of  such 
routes  when  several  occur  In  a  relatively  small  area.  All  such  Instances  were  given 
careful  consideration   by   personnel  who   had   good   on-the-ground   knowledge   of    the    areas. 

Response  Number   4 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range,  In  the  draft  document  has 
been    noted. 

Response    Number    5 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  important  values  in  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine  are  still  contained  in  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Response   Number   6 

The  efforts  of  NORA  (and  many  other  groups  and  individuals)  to  provide  relevant 
information  about  the  Egan  WSA's  are  greatly  acknowledged  by  the  Ely  District.  Comments 
received  from  NORA  have  been  considered  -  and  are  on  file  with  -  all  other  public 
comments   received   during   the   inventory  and   study   of   lands    for  wilderness   designation. 


TESTIMONY   5 


TESTIMONY    5 


MK  .  SCIIOIX:   Good  evening.   I  om  Roger  Scholl 
rxuia  l<ono,  i  hi;  wilderness  rowiiliee  chaiLman  fur  the  Tuiyube 
Chapiei  u£  the  Biorra  Club. 

The  Tolyube  Clinptcr  appreci  ales  IhJa  opportunity 
to  comment  on  the  Draft  £IS/Rosourco  Management  Plan 
for  the  Egan  Resource  Area.   My  comments  represent  the  Chapter's 
suggestions  unly  on  the  wilderness  resources  under  consideration. 

BLM  is  to  be  commended  for  recommending  In  Its 
preferred  alternative  port  I  una  of  three  of  the  resource   areas 

tour  WSA's,  wilderness  study  areas,  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
preserva t i  on. 

Each  would  make  an  outstanding  addition  to  the 
wilderness  system.   However,  we  urge  that  BLM  in  its  final 
decision  adopt  a  modified  version  of  the  wilderness  emphasis 
alternative,  which  includes  a  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range 

WSA. 

The  massive  limestone  cliffs,  fir,  and  bristlecone 
pine  forests,  caves  and  excellent  wildlife  habitat  make  this  a  ' 
spectacular  wilderness. 

The  wilderness  emphasis  alternative  boundary  has 
almost  all  of  the  high  wilderness  values,  yet  excludes  most- 
resource  conflicts  except  possibly  some  range  developments  and 
vehicle  routes  in  the  center  of  the  area. 

But,  livestock  grazing  and  some  range  improvements 
ore  allowed.  So  BLM  should  strongly  consider  recommending  even 
this  pari:  of  the  area. 

We  are  eiipecl.illy  gratified  to  see  part  of  tile 
Gouhutu  Canyon  WSA  recommended  by  the  UL,1.   We  have 

followed  tliis  area  carefully  from  the  Inventory  stage  and  the 
wilderness  review  process.   I  believe  it  contains  some  of  the 


highest  wilderness  values  that  the  BLM  manages  in  Nevada. 

With  the  extensive  forests,  Including  bristlecone 
pines,  peaks  of  10,500  feet,  rare  sported  batB,  Utah  Cutthroat 

trout,  the  area  1b  truly  outstanding.   We  urge  the  BLM  to 
extend  Its  recommendation  to  include  all  of  the  land  in  the 
preferred  alternative  plus  the  south  end  down  to  at  leaBt  the 
area  that  existing  information  indicates  has  high  mineral 
potential . 

While  there  arc  indications  that  much  of  the 
south  end  of  the  area  has  moderate  potential,  this  Is  not  the 
stage  of  the  process  for  BLM  to  exclude  it  on  that  basis.   Only 
areas  recommended  suitable  now  will  have  the  benefit  of  the 
USGS  mineral  survey  which  will  better  define  potential  for 
mineral  development. 

When  an  area  has  such  a  high  wilderness  values  as 
the  Goshute  Canyon,  boundary  decisions  should  be  made  later 
in  the  development  of  administration  recommendations  with 

the  benefit  of  added  information  on  possible  mineral 
potential . 

It  is,  after  all,  only  a  Bkctchy  idea  of  mineral 
potential  that  we  have  at  this  stage.   In  fact,  there  are  not 
even  any  mining  claims  in  most  of  the  area  rated  as  moderate 
fulfill.  i.it.   Vol  w,j  know  Uui  kiIJ, ;ia  »ulu.iil  Jtu  truly  ou  tB  t  audi  In 

The  HI..  1 '  t.  recommend, it  ion  I  m  the  t'aik  Kail  ye  in 
the  pieleirod  alternative  is  exocll.  nt.   This  remote  ruggud  area 
has  virtually  no  resource  conflicts,  but  has  wilderness  values 
that  are  essentially  untouched  by  man  including  rare,  pristine 
meadows.   We  heartily  support  it. 

The  BLM's  preferred  alternative  recommendation  for 
the  Kiordan's  Wells  WSA  Is  also  good,  hut  would  be  Improved  by 


TESTIMONY    5 


RESPONSE  TO  TESTIMONY    5 


expansion  to  include  t  he  wilderness  emphasis  alternative 
boundaries  plus  adding  about  h , 000  acres  of  rugged  land  on  Che 

W(iS  t  . 

This  recommendation  would  fill  an  important 
wilderness  corridor  between  the  Grunt  Range,  national  for eat 
recommended  wi  ldcrness,  to  the  south  and  tile  BLM'  s  wilderness 
recommended  to  the  north. 

In  conclusion,  we  urge  that  the  BLM  recommend 
portions  of  all  four  WSA's  as  outlined  above.   We  feel  four  to 
five  percent  of  this  vast  3.8  million  acre  resource  area  ia 
wilderness,  preserving  that  much  is  wilderness,  while  leaving 
some  95  percent  available  for  all  other  uses,  including 
mineral  deve lopment ,  will  in  no  way  cripple  the  mining 
industry  or  other  UBes  of  public  lands. 

In  fact,  we  contend  that  recommending  some 
five  percent  of  the  resource  area  as  wilderness  and  four  widely 
scattered  a  re  as  will  only  provide  some  semblance  of  a  reasonable 
balance  for  protect! ng  the  remaining  wilderness  values  in  the 
Egan  Resource  Area  whi le  providing  for  other  uses,  other 
multiple  uses  of  the  lands.   Thank  you,  again,  for  this 
opportunity  to  present  our  comments. 


Response  Number  1 

Your  support  for  the  57,660  acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  La  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contaLns  hLghly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunL  ties  for  recreatLon. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would    be   managed  in   a  manner   to  preserve    these    special   values. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  Is  noted.  The  BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
ana  I y zed   we  re    suf  fi  ct  ent    to   adequately    address    the    envl ronmental    Impacts . 

Response    Number    .3 

In  case  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA,  the  body  of  LnformatLon  concerning  mineral  potential 
Is  extensive  and  well-researched.  Where  such  Information  Ls  mainly  cursory  for  other 
areas,    it   Is   believed  adequate   In    this   case    to  make   major   boundary   adjustments. 

Response  Number   4 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range,  In  the  draft  document  has 
been   noted. 

Response  Number    5 

Your  preference  for  an  expanded,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft  document 
has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  in  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including  the 
raptor  habl  tat ,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderoaa  pine ,  are  still  contained  in  the  Proposed 
Action.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant  Range 
complex  which  Lncludes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn  Range 
RARE    II  areas. 


TESTIMONY   6 
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MR.  ADAMS:   My  name  is  Rudy  Adams.   I  am  from 
Reno,  Nevada.   I  am  a  member  of  Che  Gold  Prospectors  Association, 
which  has  approximately  100,000  members  in  the  nation  and 
about  3,000  of  those  in  Nevada,  and  the  local  Comstock  Chapter 
has  approximately  300  members. 

I  would  like  to  address  the  issue  of  the  wilderness 
areas.   I  think  they  are  a  little  bit  ill  conceived,  as  the 
previous  speaker  implied  better  than  I  could  possibly  say  it, 
but  the  bottom  line  comes  down  to  Btop  picking  on  Nevada.   There 
is  nothing  wrong  with  having  wilderness  areas  in  some  part  of 
the  country,  but  it  seems  like  we  are  getting  too  much  of  our 
share  being  proposed  here. 

We  presently  have  access  to  this  land  for  not  only 
recreational,  prospecting,  but  for  the  more  serious  mining 
interest.  But  with  the  wilderness  concepts  slowly  creeping  along, 
we  are  slowing  being  dented  access  to  this  land  or  would  be 
deuH?d  .jccciiH  to  this  land. 

So  therefore,  I  am  not  in  favor  of  that  In  any 
way.   So  we  should  maybe  consider  some  more  of  the  eastern 
slates  that  have  sumo  areas  and,  of  course,  tht  gross 
discrimination  against  the  handicapped  and  the  senior  citizens, 
of  course,  La    a  very  serious  issue  to  address,  because  as  the 
wilderness  concept  simply  means  unless  you  are  very  hale  or  a 
very  strong-type  person  or  hiker  and  that  sort  of  thing,  you 
are  not  going  to  be  able  to  enjoy  it. 

Then,  of  course,  I  would  also  like  to  comment  on 
the  fact,  knowing  the  nature  of  the  government,  that  we  really 
have  no  guarantees  that  in  the  future  even  the  wilderness  areas 
would  be  protected.   So,  therefore,  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
wilderness  areas  in  this  area  in  the  State  of  Nevada  in  the 
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concept,  that  is  presently  being  considered,  of  which  is  too 
much  land,  as  the  previous  speaker  spoke  of,  and  as  Mr.  Clark 
addressed  earlier  in  the.  evening,  that  some  of  these  areas  that 
are  —  could  be  put  aside  as  possibly  Btate  parks  that  do  not 
have  any  mineral  potential,  are  not  readily  available  or  the 
type  of  property  that  would  be  available  to  the  handicapped  and 
the  senior  citizens. 

In  fact,  if  we  use  the  criteria  of  the  present 
wilderness  system,  Vosemite  National  Park  would  be  a  wilderness 
area.   And,  of  course,  we  would  all  be  missing  a  very  valuable 
treasure  there  If  we  would  not  be  able  to  see  it.   That  is  the 
whole  concept,  the  American  people  of  our  land  should  have 
access  to  it  and  he  jble  to  see  it  and  nut  limit  It  juat  only 
to  the  hale  and  the  hearty. 

So  with  our  small  Nevada  population  and,  of 
course,  the  few  visitors  that  we  have,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  uueJ  very  much  anyway,  and  I  think  that  there  Is  a  possibility 
that  they  could  be  more  useful,  as  our  Director  of  Minerals 
pointed  out  earlier,  that  this  is  a  mining  Btate  and  It  Is 
moving  along,  and  we  In  the  prospecting  organization  are  out 
there  looking  for  tilings  that  we  hope  someday  will  benefit  our 
State  from  an  economical  standpoint  and,  of  course,  improve  our 
quality  of  life.   Thank  you. 
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Response   Number   1 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
be  designated  as  wilderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected 
by  wilderness  designation.  This  Is  not  consLdered  to  be  «n  excessive  recommendation. 
The  economic  and  social  Impacts  which  would  result  from  the  recommendation  have  been 
thoroughly   considered. 

Response   Kumber   2 

All  existing  access  would  remain  open  In  the  areas  recommended  suitable  In  the  Egan 
Resource  Area.  The  aged  and  Infirm  would  not  be  denied  the  ability  to  travel  anywhere 
that    they   are    now  able    to    visit. 

Se ve ra  1  commentors  of  advanced  years  have  presented  an  opposing  vl  ew,  stating  that  they 
continue  to  enjoy  large  unroaded  areas  In  spite  of  theLr  senior  status.  Handicapped 
persons  have   often  experienced   the   exhilaration   of   overcoming   the   challenge   of   the   wild. 

Response   Number    3 

The  Unl ted  States  Congress  has  recognized  a  need  for  National  Parka  and  designated 
wilderness  In  a  long  history  of  enabling  legislation.  In  fact,  portions  of  the 
backcountry   of  Yosemite  NatLonal   Park  are   designated  wilderness. 

Response   Number   4 

It  1b  predicted  that  wilderness  areas  In  the  Egan  Resource  Area  would  receive  only  light 
recreation  use  for  several  years  to  cose.  Recreation  use,  however,  Is  only  one  of  six 
public  purposes  for  which  Congress  established  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System.  The  others  are  scenic,  scientific,  educational,  conservation,  and  historical 
use.  Also,  the  Congress  established  the  system  for  the  American  people  of  present  and 
future  generations.  Use  In  these  areas  may  not  be  high  during  this  or  even  the  next 
generation,  but  at  some  time  In  the  future  may  become  substantial.  Because  of  the 
nature   of   the    resource,    however,    allocations   must   be   made   now. 


MR.  ARNOLD:   I  am  Ray  Arnold  and  r>iy  address  is  in 
Reno .   I  hove  lived  here  some  13  years,  but  I  have  been  an 
Inhabitant  of  Nevada  for  some  30  years, 

,         I  know  it  well  and  I  have  explored  the  Black  Rock 
Desert.   I  have  explored  in  the  Ely  area.   And  I  was  free  to  go 
anywhere  anytime  that  I  wanted  to.   I  could  walk  with  a  stick 
in  my  hand  and  I  could  knock  off  a  rock  and  look  at  It,  inspect 
i  t ,  and  proceed . 

There  art!  thousands  of  people  in  this  small  State, 
a  small  populated  State,  that  are  prospectors.   They  are  incerestleu 
in  more  in  the  welfare  of  the  Stare  than  they  are  of  themselves. 

Let  me  tell  you,  not  all  of  us  have  the  luxury  of 
time  and  of  the  money  to  put  on  a  backpack  and  walk  out  into 
the  area.   There  is  nobody  preventing  them  from  doing  that, 
regardless  of  what  happens  at  the  final  decision  of  this  great 
Congress  who  will  have  the  final  approval . 

May  I  say  that  there  are  thousands  of  prospectors 
that  ride  out  into  the  hills  with  a  pick  in  their  hands.   They 
are  hardly  able  to  move  around,  hardly  able  to  get  up  in  the 
morning,  but  the  pleasure  they  get  of  going  out  there  and  seeing 
the  beauty  of  this  country,  irregardless  of  the  two  or  three 
or  iuur,  hall!  a  dozen  mining  vuntures  that  havu  been  created 
in  this  State;  such  as  in  Ely,  such  as  in  Yerington  --  is  that 
where  the  big  copper  mine  is?   All  right,   Those  have  not 
deteriorated  the  area  or  the  areas  for  the  hikers.   They  still 
hike.   They  go  anywhere  they  want  to,  and  1  have  yet  to  see  a 
wining  venture  destroy  a  view  or  destroy  very  many  plants 
except  where  they  are  actually  operating  and  putting  in 
roads . 

■        But  let  me  say,  I  heartily  favor  our  speakers,  the 
statements  made  by  Paul  Iverson  and  Bob  Williams  (sic).   And 
1  hope  a  lot  of  other  people  ho re  can  support  this. 


RESPONSE  T« 
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Response    Number    1 

The  BLM's  Wilderness  Management  Plan  states  that:  "Recreational  or  hobby  collection  of 
mineral  sped  mens  ( rockhoundlng)  will  be  allowed  In  wilderness.  Such  use  will  be 
limited  to  hand  methods  or  detection  equipment  that  does  not  cause  surface  disturbance, 
such  as    a    metal   detector,    or   GeLger    counter.'"      (III. A. 5.) 

Response    Number    2 

All  existing  access  would  remain  open  in  the  areas  recommended  in  the  proposed  actions 
for  the  Egan  Resource  Area.  The  aged  and  InfLrra  would  not  be  denied  the  ability  to 
travel   anywhere    that    they    are    now  able    to    visit. 


MS.  BROWNSON:   My  name  is  Elizabeth  Brownson.   I 
am  a  resident  here  in  Reno,  Nevada.   I  also  want  to  commend  the 
BLM  for  their  report  and  their  study,  but  I  hops  that  thry  will 
also  extend  their  recommendations  to  include  the  conservationists 
areas  in  the  decision,  all  four  of  the  lands. 

I  really  think  it  is  important  that  we  don't  look 
nt  j  in;  i  today  and  now ,  hut  const  dcr  Lite  who  1  l-  history  to  come 
u  i  i  1 1 ,  i .  hni  then  i'  In  ndn  are  vul uahl e  to  ma  In  La  in . 

As  Mr.  Warren  states,  wo  are  not  creating  the 
w  il  tie  mess .   It  is  there  and  we  need  to  save  it,  I  think. 

I  am  not  against  progress,   I  have  lived  a  good 
pari  of  my  life  in  major  cities  and  enjoyed  it,  but  I  think  the 
most  valuable  experiences  you  have  is  when  you  go  in  the 
wilderness  areas  and  experience  that.   I  mean,  it  just  --  I 
can't  be  11  eve  you  are  talking  about  this  map .   It  is  just  a 
little  area  of  the  whole  State,  a  small  percent,  and  you  are 
talking  even  about  a  smaller  fraction  of  the  percent  in  these 
arciiH  that  are  colored  in. 

There  might  be  some  mining  there,  although  in  the 
P-'irk  Range  t  here  is  real  1  y  not  any . 

I  think  the  value  that  you  are  going  to  gain 
by  saving  and  preserving  those  areas  is  going  to  be  far 
outwuighud.   And  I  don't  --  there  is  still  a  great  deal  of  land 
in  the  State  still  to  mine,  and  I  think  it  is  important  that  we 
save  it,  and  that  the  areas  we  do  want  to  preserve  are  rich  with 
wildlife  and  all  sorts  of  resources  that  we  want  to  preserve. 


_ 
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CO 


Response    Hum bar    1 

Your    support     for    the    Conservationist's    Alternative    for    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan 
Range,    Park  Range,    and   the  Riordan*s  Well  HSA's  has    been   noted. 


MR.  BUCHANAN:   My  name  is  Glenn  Buchanan  from 
Reno  and  everywhere  else.   I  have  done  a  lot  of  prospecting  and 
a  lot  of  mining,  but  the  actual  principle  behind  the  whole 
thing  with  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and  mining  is  a 
subject  by  itself. 

The  country  needs  the  minerals  and  the  forests  and 
the  terrain.   In  other  words,  different  format  ions  to  draw  the 
eye ,  but  we  have  to  stop  to  remember  that  the  minerals  is  what 
we  live  with.   And  if  you  cut  the  minerals  out,  you  have  cut 
everything  out. 

The  other  amendment u    put  up  by  the  BLM  in  the  past, 
deregulated  and  didn't  permit  inference.   You  who  are 
speaking  in  favor  of  this   maybe  sorry  later,  because  you  may  not 
be  able  to  get  into  that  land  as  easy  us  you  think. 

That  is  about  my  comment .   Thank  you. 
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to 


Response  Number  I 

Thank  you  for  your  comment. 


MR.  CLARK:   My  name  is  Gary  Clark.   I  live  in 
Sparks,  Nevada,   I  am  with  the  GPAA,  the  Cold  Prospectors 
Association  of  America. 

I  support  wholeheartedly  the  State's  position  on 
mineral  ident  ificatior.  and  resource  management  of  those 
minerals  in  this  State.   I  have  spent  a  great  many  summers  in 
the  Ep.an  District.   There  are  some  very  pristine  areas;  however, 
the  amount  of  land  required  certainly  is  grossly  overestimated. 
The  entire  state  would  be  served  by  those  areas  being  put  into 
a  State  Park  system.   Thank  you. 


RESPONSE  TO  TESTIMONY    10 
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Response   Number    1 

The  proposed  actions  recommend  that  106,216  acres,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  Resource  Area 
be  designated  as  vrtlderness.  This  leaves  97.2  percent  of  the  Resource  Area  unaffected 
by  wilderness   designation.      This   Is   not    considered   to   be  an   excessive    recommendation. 
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MR.  DWYER:   My  name  Is  Larry  Dwyer.   I  live  in 
Reno,  Nevada.   I  am  here  representing  myself  as  well  as  many 
friends  of  mine  who  enjoy  hiking,  backpacking,  fishing  and 
hunting  in  Nevada's  many  de  facto  wilderness  areas,  as  well  as 
the  few  designated  wilderness  areas. 

I  commend  the  BLM  for  their  proposal  which  Includes 
the  three  wilderness  recommendations  on  the  map  and  their 
preferred  alternative.   I  would  also  urgu  the  BLM  to  extend  choir 
proposal  to  all  four  of  the  study  areas.   In  particular,  I 
would  recommend  adding  the  Goshute  Canyon  area,  as  well  as 
including  the  South  Egan  area  In  the  wilderness  proposal. 
Thank  you. 


RESPONSE  TO  TESTIMONY   11 
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Response    Number    1 

Your  support    for  wilderness    for   the    four  areas    Ln   the  Egan  Resource  Area  has   been   noted. 


MR.     FORREST:       My    name    is    Jeff    Conrad-Forreac . 
I    live    in    Reno.       1    respect    the    BLM   staff    for    their    ability    to 
professionally    assess    the    Egan    Resource   Area.       I    think    they 
appreciate    the    unique    qualities    of   eastern    Nevada,    which   are 
represented    in    the    Egan    and    Schell    Resource   Areaa    with    their 
Proxxuiitied    to    the    Ruby,    Schell    Creek,    and  White    Pine    Ranges. 

I    support    the    preferred    alternative    resource    plan 
with    modifications    to    the    --    with   modifications    to    the    Riordan's 
Wull    and   Gushute    Canyon    area    to    Include    the    aruas   outlined 
In    the    wilderness    alternative.       Also,    the    South    Egan    Range 
should   be    included    as    a    wilderness    area. 

The   wilderness    alternative    for    thiB    area    has 
eliminated    most    of    the   mineral    ana    cherrystemed    roud    conflicts. 

In    summary,    the    Goshute    Canyon,    South    Egan    Range , 
Park    Range    and    Hiordan'a    Well,    including    the   modifications 
stated    previously,    are   only   A, 5    percent    of   the    resource    area 
and    should    be    admin  istered    as    wilderness. 

As    a    postscript    I   would    like    to    say    that 
wilderness    values    are    appreciated    by   more    than    Just    hikers. 
There    arc    philosophical    and    psychological    benefits    which    are 
Important    to    many    people.       Thank    you. 


RESPONSE  TO  TESTIMONY    12 
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Response   Number   1 

Your     support     for     the     Wilderness     Emphasis     Alternatives     from     the     draft     EIS     for     the 
Riordan's   Well,   Goshute   Canyon,    and   the   South   Egan  Range  WSA's   has   been  noted. 


MR.     IIENDHIX:  My    naiuo    is    Bud    llundrix,        I 

live*    at    321    Fay    Avenue    in    Ely.       I    am    representing    the 
Hendrlx    families    that    own  about    fifty-eight    unpateoted 
claims    and   seven    patented  claims    in    the  Egan  Area. 

I'm  a    little   appalled 
at    the    lack   of    interest    in    this   meeting    this    evening.       I 
thought    that    there   would   be   more   people    here    to    listen 
and  make   comments. 

1    have   gone    through    this 
wilderness    technical    report   and   am   fairly   well   pleased 
with    it.      Albt    of   work   has    gone    into    it. 

In    some    areas    I    was    a 
little    disappointed    in    the    lack   of    information   and   it 
seemed    to  me    that    the  minerals    part    of    it   was  kind  of 
downgraded   or  maybe    they    didn't  mean    to    downgrade    it,    but 
that's    the   way    it    seemed    to   me.      They    didn't    put    enough 
emphasis    on    the    importance   of  minerals. 

In  another   part   of   the 
book    they  went    into   the   tact    that    the   government    isn't 
going    to    stockpile   no    more   of    this   mineral   or    that   mineral 
because    they   had   plenty   of    it.      And,    then   they    stated    that 
a    certain   percent,    certain    type   of   mineral  was    imported 
from   foreign   countries,    just    like    that    pipeline   would 
always    be   open.      And,    we  know    this    Isn't    right.      You   can 
have  a    source   of    foreign   material    today    and   tommorrow    that 
material  can   be   cut    off. 

All  we   got    to    do    is    look 
back   al    the   gasoline    shortage,    or   supposed   to   have    been 

a    shortage,    which  was    no    shortage   at    all.       But    the   only 

shortage  was    between   our    two   ears. 
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Something  else  that 
bothered  me  a  little  bit  Is  the  northern  boundry  of  this 
South  Egan  District.   There's  still  a  patented  mining  claim 
In  the  area  that's  Included  in  the  study  area.   And,  I 
can't  understand  why  that  was  left  In  there. 

Furthermore,  they  didn't  -- 
they  oeleted  Borne  of  the  mining  property,  but  didn't  go  near 
far  enough.   Also,  they  don't  seem  to  have  too  much 
information  on  the  metals  and  minerals  that  are  in  that  area. 

1  have  probably  spent  more 
time  in  that  area  in  the  northern  part  of  the  South  Egan 
Range  than  any  individual  In  White  Pine  County.   My  father 
use  to  run  sheep  there.   I  have  walked  over  it,  I've  rode  on  it 
on  a  horse  many  times.   This  fall  since  the  28th  of  July 
I  have  spent  twenty-nine  days  there.   Four   of  those  days 
we  stayed  right  there  night  and  day. 

There  is  available  inf  ormat  lot] 
on  several  drill  holes,  some  of  them  to  the  depth  of  twenty- 
eight  hundred  feet.   And  the  assays  of  those  drill  holes 
Indicate  a  metal  about  the  same  amount  all  the  way  down 
twenty-eight  hundred  feet.   And,  then  there's  some  not 
quite  so  deep  that  Indicate  the  same  thing.   The  surface 
of  this  mining  area  hasn't  even  been  scratched.  The  only 
work  that's  been  done  of  any  significance  is  down  in  the 
bottom  of  the  canyon.   This  patented  claim  up  on  top 
a  little  ore  was  shipped  from  there  and  we  shipped  a  little 
ore  a  little  ways  south  of  there.   This  patented  up  on 
top  has  been  tied  up  for  years  in  an  estate  and  no- one 
could  do  anything  about  it.   But  a  private  party  has 
that  now  and  so  we  may  see  some  action  in  that  area. 
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I    go   along  with    the 
department.       I'm   totally   agin    tying    that    area    up    in 
wilderness.      That    area    Is   my   main    Interest.       But,    I'm 
agin    tying  any   area   up  where   there's   a   potential   f-5r  mineral 
or   gas   or  oil.      This   nation   should   be   self   sufficient   and 
I'm  sure  we   have   the  material    if  we   just   get   busy  and 
develope    It.      We   shouldn't   be    dependent    on   any   other   nation 
for    the   material    that   we   need. 

I   appreciate    this 
opportunity    to   say   a    few  words   and   1   am  preparing   a 
written    document    to    the   Bureau  and   I'll   give    them   in 
this    document    a    log   of    two   or    three    of    those   holeB    that 
was    drilled  with   the   assays    and   all,    so    it   will    give 
them  a    better    ides    of   mineral    in    that   area.       Okay.      Thank  you. 

MR.    CAULKINS:  Thank   you,    Mr.    Hendrix. 

MR.    HENDRIX:  I'd    like    to  make   one   more 

statement.       It   would  be  a    crime    to    the   people    of   Lund 
to    (it-     I  hut    iUcju    up.       'J'huy    have    uttud    it    It  j  lice     I  9UU     tot 
wood    ahil    rucks    at     whaLc-vur    Lhcy    might    want.        And ,     to    t  i  o 
that    up    jn    a    w  i  Itlctnuss    firua    wuuid    be    a    crimu    against    that 
group   uf    pi-oplo.       So,     I    hope    wu  don't    gut    foolish   enough 
to    cm    i  t .       Thank    you  . 
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Response    Number    1 

The  patented  land  was  not  Included  In  the  WSA.  It  Lb  adjacent  to  the  north  boundary  of 
the  WSA  but  Lb  located  outsLde  of  the  HSA.  The  maps  Ln  this  document  have  been  Lropruved 
to   make    this  more   clear. 

Response   Number   2 

Your  support    for   the   Preferred  Alternative    for   the   South  Egan  Range   has   been  noted. 


MR.     HORNHICCK  i       Thnnk    you.     My    iiamu    is    David    liurnbeck 
I    am   a    ruti  i  dent    of    Hi' no  .       I    am   an    a  l  to  tney    here    in    Reno  .       I    am 
speaking    on    behalf   of   myself. 

First    of    alL,     I    would    like    to    congratulate    the 
Ely    Uiatr 1 ct    for    a    very    comprehensive    ami    well     L  bought    out 
analysis    of    this    Egnn    Resource    Area.        Hmi  I  c:a  1 1  y  ,     or    in    general, 
I    wo  Li  Id    like    to    support    the    prefer  rue!    alternative    with    some 
add  it  ions    and    genera  1  ly    those    ad  til  1 1  on. s    would    fol  low   along    with 
what    has    already    been    referred    to    a    number    of    times    this    evening 
as    a    conservations'  alternative    list         With    additions    from  what 
would    be    the   All    Wilderness    Alternative,    although   not    all    of    it. 

With    respect    to    the    Park    Range,     I    have    no    quarrel 
with    that    whatsoever.       I    think    that    is    a    fine    decision. 

With    respect    to    Kiordan'a   Well,    I    feel    that    the 
addition    of    the    area    that    connects    to    the    Grant    Range    and    the 
Forest    Service    areas    should   be    included    for    the    reasons    earlier 
stated.       It    has    an    ability    to   make    a    better    continuity   wilderness 
areas,    an    area   which    also    contains    a    raptor    habitat. 

I    refer    to    the    technical    summary    or    technical 
analysis    on    page    103,    when    it    points    out--this    is    in    the    All 
Wilderness    Alternative,    that    with    respect    to    the    mineral    aspects 
of    the    area,    there    are    nominal    adverse    impacts    of   making    that 
entire    --    entirely   wi  1  tie  mess    area. 

There    atu    only    2,lJ!»0    aciua    which    Indicate    a    mode  r  a  tilt 
level.       And    t hi h    does    not    raise    iHu    level    of    a    significant    impact 
3S    indicated    by    that    definition   on    page    95    of    the    draft    plan. 

I  would  point  out  that  on  page  122  of  the  draft 
plan,  with  respect  to  all  of  these  areas  there  is  an  pnalyeis 
of  mineral  i  nip  act  for  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative.  And  in 
that    listing    there    are    no    significant    impacts    in    any    of    these 


areas  to  in  Int.' ra  Is  by  Lhe  definition  you've  .adopted  with  the 
exception  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Area  at  the  south  end  —  I 
assume  of  where  they  are  the  high  and  moderate  potential  and, 
therefore,  enough  area  over  the  5,000  acres  to  constitute  what 
you  wtiul  d  define  as  a    significant  adverse  impact  there .   I 
will  get  to  that  in  a  moment. 

But  with  respect  to  the  Rtordan's  Well,  I  think 
that  the  advantages  certainly  outweigh  the  disadvantages 
including  all  of  that  area. 

With  reapect  to  Goshute  Canyon,  in  the 
technical  report  on  page  85  it  points  out  --  or  it  mentions 
that  the  BLM  does  not  really  know  what  the  mineral  potentials 
are  there. 

It  also  points  out  that  ore  bodies  are  est! ma  ted 
to  bo  too  small  to  be  of  interest  to  large  modern  corporations . 
Coupling  those  two  facts,  I  think  that  the  prudent  thing  to  do 
is  to  go  ahead  and  recommend  a  greater  area  except  for  those 
definite  and  existing  claims  that  are,  in  fact,  in  operation  at 
the  very  south  end. 

I  notice  in  - -  i  can*  t    I u in  lo  the  map  at  this 
iii.simiLL',  bm.  1  was  noticing  one  oF  your  maps  that  indicate 
essentia)  !y  all  of  the  claims  are  post  FhPMA  with  the  exception 
of  the  very  few  in  th.2  very  southern  part.   So  I  think  there 
woul d  be  no  great  difficulty  in  following  a  procedure  that  way , 
designate  a  far  greater  part  of  the  area  excluding  only  those 
parts  at  the  ve  r  y  southern  end  where  there  is  act  ua 1  activity. 

And  then  let  the  USUS  make  its  survey,  and  then 
perhaps  you  will  have  a  better  idea  and  better  picture  of  what 
in  there  rathi-r  than  just  making  assumptions. 

I  know  Bob  Warren  is  critical  of  some  of  the  - - 
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I  think  it  in  the  GEM  report  --  and  perhaps  well  he  should  be. 
And,  therefore,  Blnce  that  Is  the  data  you  are  going  on,  I 
suggest  that  that  --  I  agree  with  you  in  that  if  this  isn't 
good  data,  we  should  wait  until  we  have  good  data  before  we 
make  these  management  decisions. 

With  respect  to  the  South  Egan  Range,  you 
obviously  have  excluded  all  of  it  with  which  I  disagree. 
Particularly  in  --  let  me  refer  to  the  page.   Well,  that  Is 
a  portion  around  page  121  referring  to  the  wilderness  aspects 
of  the  South  Egan  Range.   I  guess  tliis  is  the  section  on 
Alternative  B,  which  covers  the  All  Wilderness  Emphasis 
Al terna t  i ve . 

Under  the  momfgeabi 1 1 t y ,  which  appears  to  be  the 
only  real  problem  that  you  have  with  the  South  Egan  Range,  I 
point  out  that  it  is  only  a  thouaand  acres  of  this  area  that  is 
lnvulved  with  possible  mining  activity.   There  is  the  one 
possible  lnholdei  with  potential  fot  building  o  roud.   And  I 
would  suggest  that  it  may  be  prematura  to  assume  that  such  a  road 
bo  built,  because  ijuitu  possibly  when  thosu  areas  are  designated 
there  are  olhet  alternatives. 

For  example,  to  use;  land  transfers  or  outright 
purchase  the  land  from  the  inholder  to  consolidate  the  area. 

The  other  point  is  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
manage  off-road  vehicle  access.   1  submit  that  this  area  ie  far 
too  valuable  an  area  ns  a  wilderness  area  to  allow  these 
potentials  or  problems  and  supposed  management  problems,  which 
are  not  perhaps  realized  at  this  point  from  stopping  at  this 
stage  from  designating  it  and  then  dealing  with  the  realities 
of  what  may  happen  later. 

In  the  technical  report,  I  would  point  out  that 
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there  are  a  number  of  positive  aspects  to  designating  this 
area  as  wilderness  that  you  llBt.   For  example,  the  existing 
access  development  that  I  refer  to,  the  40  acre  parcel,  you 
state  that  there  would  be  a  loss  of  naturalness  and  opportunitie 
for  solitude  which  will  result  Immediately  adjacent  to  road 
access,  but  this  will  not  affect  the  area  as  a  whole.   And 
that  the  non-conforming  developments  on  many  of  the  adjacent 
parcels  of  private  land  are  possible  but  not  likely. 

I  submit  that  it  is  not  likely  that  thlB  would 
occur  either  with  reference  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
beneficial  impacts  occurring  both  long-  and  short-term  for  the 
urea  u«  a  result  of  wl  ldemesB  dc-H  I  (jtiut  i  on  ,  and  that  Is  your 
cone  J  ua I  on . 

As  far  us  the  mincraLa  go,  you  point  out  that 
the  ore  deposits  arc  too  small  to  be  of  interest  to  the  large 
mining  companies,  and  that  is  also  listed  as  not  a  significant 
area,  aa  I  mentioned  before.   There  Is  no  significant  mineral 
Impacts  or  energy  Impacts  in  any  of  the  areas  except  Goshute 
Canyon . 

As  far  as  range  goes,  these  would  be  minor 
impacts.   As  far  as  wildlife,  this  is  a  positive  beneficial 
aspect  for  wilderness  designation. 

You  also  list  the  adverse  impacts  on  forestry 
which  involves,  apparently,  local  cutting  of  Christmas  trees. 
I  think  there  can  be  alternatives  to  that. 

The  realty,  the  White  Pine  Power  Project,  I 
wasn't  under  the  impression  that  this  was  right  on  this.   There 
io  no  direct  Interference,  as  I  understand  it,  between  the  area 
and  the  White  Pine  Power  Project.   And  there  are  alternatives 
available  to  the  routing  and  so  forth  for  the  access. 
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There  is  the  one  DoBert  Land  Entry  that  you 
refer  to,  and  also  a  mention  of  possible  coal  delivery  systems 
and  the  like.   In  my  opinion,  the  values  of  the  South  Egans 
far  outweigh  these  supposed  and  tentative  problems  that  may  or  mol 
not  develop.   Therefore.  I  would  recommend  that  it  be  included 
aa  a  recommended  area  for  more  intensive  and  further  evaluation. 

In  summary,  I  have  to  agree  that  I  think 
4.5  percent  of  a  3.8  million  acre  resource  area  is  a  very  small 
area  indeed.   And  I  would  point  out  that  the  winnowing  process 
has  been  going  on  for  a  long  time.  1   always  find  it  somewhat 
incongruous  that  when  one  speaks  in  favor  of  wilderness,  one 
has  to  come  from  the  standpoint  of  proving  that  this  is  a 
superior  use  of  the  land  than  some  other;  whereas  if  we  apply 
the  same  requirement,  let's  say  to  mining,  that  say  this  entire 
area  of  the  resource  area  is  going  to  be  considered  wilderness 
unless  you  can  prove  that  there  is  a  better  use  and  prove  that 
there  Is  a  mineral  use  there  that  cxlBts. 

In  fact,  I  think  that  would  put  the  shoe  on  the 
other  foot  and  we  would  have  far  larger  areas  designated 
wilderness.   After  all,  the  wilderness  Is  compatible  with 
almost  all  of  the  multiple  uses  that  the  Congress  has  designated 
Tor  the  management  of  our  public  lands,  whereas  mining  ia 
essentially  a  totally  exclusive  use. 

There  Isn't  much  grazing  in  a  mine;  there  Isn't 
much  watershed  in  a  mine;  there  Isn't  much  wildlife  habitat, 
riparian  areas,  or  anyghing  of  tlies  sort  in  a  mine,  for  example. 
So  I  think  that  the  public  Interest  is  best  served  by  a  use  of 
the  land  that  1b  truly  in  multiple  use. 

Karen's  comments  about  her  children  and  spending 
your  savings  versus  putting  It  in  a  truat  reminded  me  of  another 
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point ,   That  is  that  from  a  conservative  standpoint,  I  feel  that 
our  national  Interests  are  much  better  served  by  placing  some 
of  these  mineral  resources  In  trust  for  future  generations  as 

Vt-  '.  ;      )\l  '    ;    i         lti    <»U.         Wl  I  ()*•!  in:  tlH      I'iill     illw.'iyil     !•>.■     um.!.-n<_      to     jJLt 

to    ill*;    mlucrul    resources. 

Once   we    have    exhausted    these   non-renewable 
renwui cus,    we    are    then,    perhaps,    in    a    much   greater    position   of 
being   dependent    upon   others,    whereas    --    in    the   world    --    whereas 
j  f   we  save  these   natural    resources    and    approach    a    policy    of 
stockpiling    sources    from   outside    this    country ,     I    think   we   would 
be    much   better    served    in    the    long   run,    because    then   we   would 
have   not    only   wilderness    in    trust    for    future    generations,    but 
minerals    as   well. 

And    if,     in    fact,     those    minerals    were    there    and 
if    in    fact    there    is    some    t  iine   when    those    minora  Is    become 
crucial    to    us.    then   we    can    always    got    them,     if    in    fact    we    can 
find    them. 

THE   HEARING   OFFICER:       Mr.    Hornbeck    -- 

MR.    HORNBECK:       Thank    you.       That    concludes    my 
remarks.       Thank   you. 


Response    Number    1 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  In  the  draft  EIS  for  the  Park  Range  has  been 
noted. 

Response    Number    2 

Your  preference  for  the  45,791-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Lmportant  values  Ln  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderoaa  pine,  are  still  contained  In  the 
Proposed  Action.  This  suitable  portion  still  forma  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant 
Range  complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Quinn 
Range   RARE    II   areas. 

Response    Number    3 

While  mineral  resource  potentials  played  some  small  role  In  the  configuration  of  the 
Rlordan's  Well  suitable  area,  a  more  important  factor  was  the  unmanageable  character  of 
certain   portions,    including   the   north  end  and    the   east   bench. 

Response   Number   4 

The  mention  on  page  85  of  the  Technical  Report  refers  to  actual  ore  bodies,  not 
potential.  The  extent  of  ore  bodies  is  not  known,  but  potential  for  substantial 
deposition   is   believed  high. 

Response    Number    5 

While  large  companies  may  be  uninterested  In  the  area,  smaller  scale  operations  may 
profitably  extract  minerals  from  the  area.  Such  operations  can  be  very  Important  to  the 
local  economy  since  small  and  medium-sized  operations  are  more  likely  to  have 
substantial   involvement    from   local   firms    than  are   large   operations. 

Response   Number    6 

In  case  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WS(. ,  the  body  of  information  concerning  mineral  potential 
Is  extensive  and  well-researched.  Where  such  Information  1b  mainly  cursory  for  other 
areas.    It   Is   believed  adequate   In   thl*   case    to   make   major   boundary  adjustments. 

Response    Number    7 

No  single  factor  is  responsible  for  the  nonsultable  recommendation  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  WSA.  Rather,  It  Is  the  combination  of  factors  enumerated  In  this  document  and  the 
Technical  Report  that  is  the  cause.  Any  one  of  these  factors  might  successfully  be 
mitigated,    but    the   combination  of    them   presents   an  insurmountable   problem. 

Response   Number    8 

The  ORV  manageability  issue  stemmed  from  the  BLM's  manageability  criteria  in  the  study 
polLcy.  This  criteria  was  applLed  In  formulating  the  alternatives.  Carrying  it  Into 
the  body  of  the  EIS  caused  confusion  as  it  did  not  really  belong  In  an  environmental 
analysts  document.  Reference  to  manageability  has  been  deleted.  The  Affected 
Envi  ronment  and  the  Envl ronmental  Consequence  chapters  have  been  rewrl tten  to  more 
accurately  reflect  reasonable  ORV  use  In  the  long  term.  We  have  attempted  to 
incorporate    your  concerns   in   this   revision. 

Response    Number   9 

The  conflict  with  the  White  Pine  Power  Project  involved  the  routing  of  a  coal 
transportation  railroad  to  the  power  plant  from  a  point  south  of  the  WSA.  This  route 
was  not   selected   In   the   Preferred  Alternative  of    the   WPPP   EIS. 

Response    Number    10 

Your   support    for   the   South  Egan  Range   as  wilderness   Is   noted. 
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MS.     KEENEY;       My    name    la    Nina    Kceiny.        1    ani 
Ti  r.i-.nt  at    «f    the    Great    Basin    Group   of    Che    Sierra    Club         1    don't 
like:    --       1    don't    hunt,     I    don't    fish    or    prospect    or   mine    or 
ranch,    but    my    concern    is   mainly    that    with    the    --    all    of    the 
raping    that,    has    been    done    to    the    environment    and    the    land    atid 
on    the    east    where    you   have    so    few    areas    left    that    are 
populated,     I    think   we    should    reserve    as    much    land    as    we    can   now 
for    the    future    generations    to    come.       Thank    you. 


Response  Number  1 

Thank  you  for  your  comments. 
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MR.  LOKSUNG:   My  name;  la  Gordon  Lorsung.   I  am 
from  Reno  and  I  represent  me . 

I  have  sat  here  tonight  and  listened  to  a  lot  of 
talk  about  preserving  the  land  and  about  mining  It.   And  I 
haven't  heard  anything  about  what  I  like  to  do,  which  la  drive. 

I  am  a  little  crippled  up.   I  don't  walk  well.   I 
like  to  see  these  pretty  Bights  around  the  country.   And  if  you 
take  the  roads  away  from  me,  I  don't  get  out  there  and  I  don't 
like  that;, 

I  think  I  have  got  pretty  much  as  much  right  as 
anyone  else  to  see  them.   That  is  about  all  I  have. to  say. 


Response   Number   1 

AH  existing  access  would  remain  open  in  the  areas  recommended  suitable  in  the  Egan 
Resource  Area.  The  aged  and  Infirm  would  not  be  denied  the  abLlity  to  travel  anywhere 
that    they  are   now  able    to   visit. 

Several  tromraentors  of  advanced  years  have  presented  an  opposi ng  view,  stating  that  they 
continue  to  enjoy  large  unroaded  areas  In  spite  of  their  seniorstatus.  Handicapped 
persons   have   often  experienced    the   exhilaration  of   overcoming   the   challenge   of    the   wild. 
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MS .  MA£ZA :   My  name  i  b  Amy  Mnzza .   I  1 Ivo  In 
Rono ,  Nevada . 

I  think  the  BLM  has  done  on  excellent  Job  In 

study  i  ny  the  Wildcrneas  Study  Areas  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area.. 

1  support:  the  wilderness  recommendation  for  all  four:   The 

Go 3 hut e  Canyon,  the  Park  Range,  the  South  Egan  Range,  and  the 
Rlordan' s  Well . . 

The  wilderness  resource  of  the  Park  Range  haa 
long  been  recognized  by  the  BLM.   I  remember  before  FLPMA  was 
passed,  tL  was  high  on  the  list,  high  on  a  list  of  primative 
areas  proposed  in  the  State  Offico-   I  totally  support  the 
BLM'  s  proposal  for  the  Park  Range. 

I  have  hiked  in  the  Grant  Range  both  to  the  north 
and  to  the  south  of  Riordan'B  Well  and  experienced  an  awesome 
beauty  there.   1  support  expansion  of  the  WSA  on  the  southwest. 
It  makes  much  more  sense  to  me  to  protect  the  known  resource 
now  and  to  allow  the  USGS  to  study  this  mountainous  portion 

to  see  if  a  sufficient  economically  productive  mineral  really 
does  exist  there. 

I  believe  this  is  also  true  of  a  couple  thousand 
acres  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  Go a hut £  WSA,   The 
Sunt  h  Kg.m  Ktmgi:  in,  a:i  Char)  i  ti    W.it  uun  po I  ml  ud  out  ,  posHeoses 
pristine  wilderness  and  natural  features.   It  should  be 
recommended  fur  wilderness  by  the  HI.M.   These  four  areas  are 
in  effect  wilderness  now  and  It  is  not  injuring  our  local  economy 

Further,  even  though  I  am  not  a  hunter,  I  think 
that:  some  hunters  also  need  areas  not  roaded  up.   In  addition, 
not  ,:;  1  1  Nevada  ranchers  arc  against  wilderness  and  it  has  a 
positive  value  of  protecting  their  grazing  lands  from  some  of 
the  t  rouhl es  t  ha t  veh icul ar  access  can  bring. 


If  there  is,  as  Bob  Warren  said,  a  so-called 

business  bias  against  mining  In  this  document,  I  think  it  is 

because  it  is  such  a  change.   For  the  first  time  this  process 

is  the  first  time  that  in  the  history  of  the  west  that  BLM  is 

giving  wilderness  a  fair  shake.   It  is  really  looking  at  the 

wilderness  value  and  what  is  the  wilderness  value. 

And  I  think  that  is  a  hard  change,  because  for 
so  long  the  west  has  not  been  interested  in  preserving  Itself. 

It  has  been  deatroying  itself. 

But  I  believe  wilderness  is  just  as  important  as 
mining-   As  Aldo  Leopold  said,  something  like,  "What  good  are 
40  freedoms  without  a  blank  spot  on  the  map?"   What  good  is 
the  standard  of  living  and  material  things  that  mining 
gives  us  if  we  destroy  the  beauty  of  spectacular  places  like 
these  four  WSA*  s? 

In  this  materially  dominated  world,  I  think  we 
need  beauty..   I  think  wc  need  a  passion  for  beauty  if  we  are 
going  to  --  if  our  race  is  going  to  exist  in  the  future. 
Thank  you. 


RESPONSE  TO  TESTIMONY    17 


TESTIMONY   18 


Response    Number    1 

Your   support    for  wilderness   designation    for    the    four  WSA's    In    the   Egan  Resource  Area   has 
been   noted. 


CO 
CO 
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MR.  MILLER:   My  name  1b  Glenn  Miller.   I  live  ac 
1850  Pryor  Road  In  Reno.   I  would  like  to  speak  generally  for 
wilderness;  and  in  the  preferred  alternative  in  some  cases  and 
I  he  ti  i  ]<Il-i  n.iss  i-iuph.iu  I  a     in  sum,-  .ill,,  i  Uiisuis. 

First  of  all,  1  would  like  lo  make  a  couple 
comments  generally  about  the  wilderness  process.   As  I  am  sure 
you  ore  well  aware  of,  the  wilderness  progress  has  been  going 
on  for  quite  some  time  now.   And  in  that  progress,  lands  have 
been  gone  through  various  processes  of  wilderness  study.   And 
the  lands  that  have  been  excluded  up  to  now,  in  some  cases  are 
areas  that  we  felt  --  conservationists  felt  that  should  have 
been  retained. 

A  couple  of  those  areas  tire  an  area  in  the  Egan 
Kaiiqe,  which  is  Martin  Kpruu),  and  also  the' north  part  of  the 
Closhute  Canyon  Range  to  the  north  of  the  large  road  cut. 

These  areas  are  very  high  and  very  spectacular 
and  have  wilderness  qualities  that  we  feel  should  have  been 
retained.   The  point  is  that  a  lot  of  land  in  the  Egan  Resource 
Area  has  already  been  excluded  into  what  has  come  down  to  a 
very,  very,  I  think,  a  fine  line  or  a  very  detailed 
consideration  and  exclusion  of  a  lot  of  areas.   So  what 
remains  are  areas  that  do,  indeed,  have  dramatic  wilderness 
potential , 

First  of  all,  I  would  like  to  support  strongly 
the  Park  Range  proposal.   It  has  a  special  primitive  character 
that  exists  in  very  few  places  in  the  lower  ',8  states.   There 
is,  indeed,  very  very  few  areas  in  the  entire  world  at  this  timt 
that  are  as  remote  and,  I  think,  as  pristine  as  the  Park  Range, 
from  an  academic  perspective,  which  is  what  I  have  the  areas  -- 
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the  ureas  h.i\e  oi'lered  tremendous  research  potential  in  the 
years  to  have  some  areas  that  exist  today  and  will  hopefully 
exist  In  the  future  as  they  existed  a  hundred,  two  hundred 
thousand  years  a  go . 

1  think  it  is  very  important  to  have  that 
biological  and  genetic  research  uvaiiable  in  those  kinds  of 
areas  which  exist  in  very  few  other  places. 

Second,  Rlordan's  Well,  again,  it  has  been 

expressed  before.   it  is  a  very  fine  land  north  of  the 

Blue  Eagle  recommended  wilderness  and  also  the  Forest  Service 

Grant  recommended  wilderness.   And  1  feel  that  could  be  very 

easily  extended  to  the  west  to  Include  the  wilderness  emphasis 

alternative.   There  are  very  few  conflicts  In  either  of  the 

first  two. 

In  the  South  Ugans  also  we  would  very  much  like  to 

see  recommended,  wildlife  emphasis,  as  you  are  well  aware  is 
not  recommended ,  but  the  Egans  is  an  area  I  have  hiked  in  and 
was  particularly  impressed  with  the  spectacular  and  high  nature 
of  Egan,  which  Is  unlike  a  lot  of  the  BLM  areas  that  have  been 
considered  around  the  State. 

It  is  a  pine  forest.   It  has  running  water  In  many 
cases,  and  the  wildlife  resource  -  which  is  tremendous. 

Ayain,  the  South  Etians  should  be  recommended.   It 
is  part  of  a  chain  of  mountains  and  it  extends  quite  a  ways  up, 
I  think  there  Bhould  be  aspects  of  that  range  protected  over 
the  long  term.   It  would  require  some  firm  decisions,  resource 
decisions,  but  certainly  Inure  Is  an  :nvu    Chat  could  hi-  taken  -- 
that  could  he  recommended  with  vei  y    Utile  conflicts,  particular^ 
in  the  north. 

And,  finally,  the  Gushute  Canyon  area  Is  an  area. 


4 


I  Lhlnk,  there  has  lieen  some  concern  about.   It  Is  an  area  of 
particularly  high  wilderness  value.   It  has  high  classic 
wilderness  values.   Ask  the  general  population  what  kind  of  an 
area  woul d  you  think  about  wi lde  rness  and  they  would  talk  about 
an  area  such  as  the  Coshute  Canyon. 

It  has  f ish i ng  qualities,  hurting  qualities  that 
will  best  be  retained  by  having  a  very  unroaded  area. 

1  hiked  Inst  weekend  with  my  two  girls  and  my 
wife  in  h\\    area  around  Reno  that  had  previously  not,  obvious  1  y  , 
and  will  not  be  declared  a  wilderness,  close  to  Reno,  and  it 
had  --  it  seemed  to  have  roads  go  everywhere .   There  was  not, 
1  don't  think,  from  what  we  could  sec,  there  was  not  even  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  open  country  that  was  not  roaded.  It  was'a  vjij 

nice  area,  but,  obviously,  there  was  no  experience  of  Bolitude 
or  no  wiLdcrness  experience  in  that  area,  although  this  was 
very  pleasant  to  walk  In. 

I  think  a  four  percent  recommendation  of  the 
resource  area  in  certainly  not  an  overest  limit  Ion  of  the  amount 
of  area  that  could  be  recommended. 

Lastly ,  in  Che  Goahutc  Canyon  area ,  I  would  1  ike 
to  ace  the  south  wilderness  emphasis  and  an  overlap  of  the 
wildernecs  emphasis  and  the  recommended  --  the  preferred 
a  I  te  mat  i  ve  be  inc  1  uded  ,   1  even  think  the  wi  1  denies  s  emphas  is 
la  not  Including  enough  land  to  the  south.   Certainly,  there  are 
oome  minjncj  conflicts  in  the  very  far  south.   I  think  they  can  be 
excluded.   They  can  be  drawn  around,  hut  the  rest  has 
certainly  high  wilderness  values. 

From  a  mining  perspective,  I  can  understand 
criticism  if  an  area  like  Alii  gator  Ritlge  was  recommended , 
because  of  the  very  high  mineral  potential  in  that  area.   It 
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Ib  not  and  clearly  should  not  be.   It  has  high  values  Cor  the 
minora la  Industry  and  I  don ' t  think  anyone  la  proposing  that  It 
is;   it  in  what  is  --  the  use  of  that  laud  Is  os  It  should  be. 
It  is  a  mineral  production 

But  the  areas  that  arc  under  consideration  now, 
none  of  them  have  high  wilderness  potential.   There  is  only  a 
small  percent  that  even  has  a  moderate  potential.   And  a  lot  of 
them  have  re. ally  essentially  no  -  -  excuse  me  --  have  high 
minerals,  very,  very  little  of  it  even  has  a  moderate  minerals 
potential,  and  most  of  it  has  a  very,  very  low  mineral  potential.' 

And  I  think  that  the  --  on  a  balancing  thing,  and 
this  is  what  I  think  everybody  is  interested  in,  a  four  percent 
recommendation  is  not  very  large. 

Finally,  what  we  are  balancing  in  most  of  these 
areas,  all  of  those  areas  is  a  very  known  and  well  established 

wilderness  value  against  a  highly  speculative  mineral  potential, 

and  I  think  in  this  case  with  all  the  other  areas  that  have  been 
excluded,  going  with  the  know.i  wilderness  resource*  is  the  obvious 

aiui  at:  n.ci  decision.   Thank  you. 


Response  Number  I 

Your   support    for    the   Preferred  Alternative    for    the   Park  Range   in   the   Draft  document   has 
been   noted. 

Response    Number    2 

* 
Your  preference  for  the  4  5,791-acre,  Wilderness  EmphasLs  Alternative  from  the  draft 
document  has  been  noted.  The  most  Important  values  in  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA,  Including 
the  raptor  habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  still  contained  in  the 
Proposed  Action.  This  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant 
Range  complex  which  Includes  the  Blue  Eagle  WSA  and  the  Forest  Service's  Grant  and  Qulnn 
Range   RARE   It  areas. 

Response   Number    3 

Your  support  for  wilderness  for  the  South  Egan  Range  Is  noted.  The  BLM  does  recognize 
that  the  South  Egan  Range  contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many 
opportunities  for  recreation.  The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible 
recreational  developments  and  would  be  managed  in  a  manner  to  preserve  these  special 
values . 

Response   Number   4 

Your  preference  for  a  combination  of  the  Preferred  and  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternatives 
from  the  draft  document  is  noted.  The  'BLM  determined  that  the  four  alternatives 
analyzed  were    sufficient    to  adequately   address    the   environmental   impacts. 
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MR.  SMITH:   My  name  Is  Ross  Smith.   I  live  ld 
Runo  and  at  the  present:  time  I  represent  myself,  only. 

My  acquaintance  with  the  Egan  Resource  Area  dates 
from  quite  a  while  ago.   During  my  college  days  at  UNR  in  the 

l  ale  '*0's,  I  worked  fot  several  summers  over  in  the  Liberty  Pit 
at  Ruth  for  Kennucott  Copper  Corporation. 

After  gradual! on,  in  1950  1  worked  for  a  year  as 
a  mining  engineer  for  a  Consolidated  Copper  Mines  Corporation, 
Kimberly   Nevada,  a    company  which  later  sold  out  to  Kennecott 
and  no  longer  exists. 

At  that  time  I  did  visit  at  least  one  of  the  areas. 
I  v  i  h  I  ted  the  Go.ihute  Canyon  area,  and  I  may  have  visited  the 
Smith  Egan  area,  although  I  am  a  little  hit  uncertain  now  about 
exactly  where  1  did  go.   It  may  have  been  a  little  north  of 
there  , 

At  the  present  time  I  am  a  professor  of  minerals 
process  intj  in  the  Mack  ay  School  of  Mines,  University  of  Nevada,  Ri|n< 
Now,  at  the  same  time  I  am  an  environment  a list  and  a  member  of 
a  number  of  environmental  organ izat ions .   And  since  1940,  I 
have  been  a  backpacker  and  have  backpacked  over  most  of  the 
western  United  States  and  have  seen  all  types  and  manners  of 
wilderness  areas,  de  facto  areas,  and  so  on. 

As  I  stated  be  fore,  I  represent  mysel f ,  only . 
When  I  think  about  thiB,  of  course,  I  do  experience  some 
conflicts  when  I  think  of  my  mining  position  and  background 
and  of  my  love  and  respect  for  the  wild  placea  of  the 
United  States. 

Of  course,  when  I  take  a  stand  on  something  1  ike 
this,  1  must  decide  on  how  I  will  act  as  a  true  professional, 
based  on  the  greatest  good  for  the  moat  people  over  the  longest 


|*f  l  1  oil  U  I   (  fliu:  ,   mi  I  iu-1!  1  L  . 

Act  tin  1 1  y ,  however,  in  the  caue  of  the  Egan  urea  , 
il"'  choice  1m  L'any,  as  it  is  in  many  other  areas,  considering 
t  lie  amount  of  designated  wilderness  that  dues  exist  in  the  U.S. 
at  the  prencnl  time.   I  think  that  at  least  the  wilderness 
emphasis  and  preferably  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  should 
be  recommended.   I  will  attempt  to  explain  why. 

There  arc,  according  to  the  HLM,  approximately 
3 . B  mi  11 iun  acres  of  publ ic  1  and  on  the  rusouice  area.   The 

four  areas  being  looked  at  are  already,  you  know,  a  compromise  of 
a  compromise.   And  if  we  reduce  the  area  of  any  of  them 
further,  we  have  another  comp  romi  se .   Wc  are  being  compromis  ed 
to  death  here.   And  every  compromise  really  is  a  loss.   Even 
the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  Involve  only  about 
6.2  percent  of  the  public  lands  in  the  Egan  Resource  Area; 
really  o  rather  trivial  amount.   The  wilderness  emphasis  Is 
only  about  four  and  a  half  percent . 

Now,  1  ask  you,  is  that  all  that  is  left  of  our 
Nevada  wild  heritage?   I  mean,  is  that  all  we  can  come  up  with 
out  there? 

Further,  you  know,  we  have  had  people  talk  about, 
oh,  the  people  who  live  out  in  White  Pine  County.   1  know  some  of 
those  people.   I  also  know  many  who  have  left  the  area.   I  mean, 

I  still  know  a  few,  but  most  of  thein  have  left  by  now  or  have 
died,  or  various  things  have  happened  to  thorn. 

I  cannot  believe  that  all  the  people  in  White  Pine 
County  want  every- last  square  mile,  every  last  square  inch,  I 
should  sny,  of  the  Egan  area  roaded. 

You  know,  many  of  the  people  out  there  really  like 
the  land,  the  land  out  In  White  Pine  County.   They  are,  of 
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There  Is,  of  course,  Created  Butte  in  Colorado 
which  has  not  been  developed;  a  large  deposit  on  the  Colville 
Indian  Reservation  In  Washington,  and  bo  on. 

That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  say,  is  that  we  have 
so  much  moly  that  we  really  don ' t  know  what  to  do  with  it . 
Copper,  there  is  a  fair  amount  of  copper,  low  grade,  in  Nevada. 

You  know,  I  have  not  commented  about  this  too 
much,  hut  I  would  like  to  take  one  Btnall  pot  shot  at  a  statement 
in  the  Egan  wilderness  technical  report.   At  one  point  it  says 
something  about  other  companies  supplying  copper  in  the  world 
market  at  an  artificially  low  price.   Come  on  now,  does  this 
mean  that  they  are  artificially  upgrading  the  grade  of  their 
ores?   But  that  actually  has  very  little  to  do  with  my 
di  Reuse  ion  here . 

At  any  rale,  what  1  .mm  trying  to  nay  i  s  that  one 
coul  d  not  expect  a  s  i  gn  J  f  1  cant  coppi-r  from  Lhe  State  of  Nevada 
In  the  neur  future.   There  Is  a  substantial  amount  of  barite 
prcftont  and  magnes  i  te ,  some  magnes lie  ,  one  big  mognes  ite 
operation,  some  gypsum .   I  am  not  cor tain  whether  there  ia  a 
fluoride  operation  or  not. 

Some  mercury ,  however  mercury  1b  a  poor  bet 
a a  long  as  Almaden,  Spain  exists,  where  the  problem 
there  is  to  keep  from  poisoning  all  of  the  workers  from  the 
mercury  that  oozes  out  of  the  rocks. 

At  any  rate,  what  I  am  trying  to  say  is  that  on 
that  four  and  a  ha  It  to  six  percent,  chance a  of  really  finding 
something  vfable--or  we  could  have  some  people  out  there 
tearing  up  the  land,  a  single  man  with  a  bulldozer  can  do  a 
lot  of  damage.   We  are  not  talking  about  anything  really 
significant,  in  my  opinion. 


Also,  keep  in  mind,  someone  mentioned  something 
about  exploration  geologists .   Keep  in  mind  that  they  are 
not  disinterested  observers,  that  their  Job  depends  on  going 
out  and  looking.   So,  of  course,  they  are  going  to  say  we  have 
wonders  here.   Otherwise,  you  know,  there  is  not  much  mining, 
really,  in  Nevada . 

There  is  probably  iome  thingB  I  have  forgotten 
about . 

Geothermal,  you  know,  the  geothermal  deposits  that 
are  going  to  be  developed  are  only  those  -  -  at  least  for  the 
power  generations  --  are  only  those  thai  are  very  large  and  have 
a  very  high  temperature.   They  are  not  likely  to  be  present  on 
those  little  areas  that  we  are  talking  about.   That  is  that 
it  is  simply  not  going  to  be  possible  to  run  them,  if  one 
considers  the  laws  of  thermodynamics  and  so  on,  unless  they  are 
very ,  very  large . 

Now,  it  is  true  ii^_-te  are  some  operations  around 
the  State  where  lower  amounts,  smaller  amounts  of  geothermal 
energy  can  be  used  for  agricultural  use  and  so  on.   But  this 
can  only  take  place  very  close  to  a  railroad  or  a  major 
highway.   It  will  not  take  place  in  some  of  these  more  remote 
corners  of  the  State. 

My  gosh,  we  can't  even  develop  Steamboat  Springs 
near  Reno,  right  here,  let  alone  some  of  this  other  stuff, 

THE  HEARING  OFFICER:   Can  you  conclude? 

MR.  SMITH:   I  am  just  about  to  finish. 

At  any  rate,  what  I  fear  more  than  loss  of  mining 
opportunities  is  that  we  will  not  in  the  long  run  set  aside 
enough  wilderness  areas,  BLM,  Forest  Service,  National  Parks 
and  so  on,  not  certainly  for  the  year  2100,  perhaps  not  even 
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course,  suspicious  of  the  government  and  so  maybe  we  all  are  in 
our  own  way.   But  I  seem  --  it  seems  to  me  that  someday  they  wilj 

all  recognize  and  realize  that  the  only  way  to  really  protect 
their  wild  Nevada  heritage  Is  through  a  certain  quantity  of 
formally  designated  wilderness  areas. 

Concerning  mi  ni  ng  and  geothurma  1  development ,  again! 
wu  aio  on ] y  talking  about  four  and  a  half  to  six  percent  of  the 
Byatl  area.   And,  again,  I  would  claim  that  this  is 
i  ti  sign  i  Li  cant . 

Cons  ider ,  for  example ,  Nevada  has  been  opened  to 
mining,  prospecting  and  the  like  for  a  long  time,  for  well  over 
a  century.   Furthermore ,  among  western  states,  the  lower  48 
and  more  of  it  has  been  available  for  prospecting. 

Furthermore ,  as  was  noted  in  McPhee's  recent  book 
on  the  Great  Basin,  Nevada  is  aware,  in  his  words, 
everything  hangs  out  unencumbered  by  thick  vegetation  and  soil. 
In  spite  of  this  and  in  apite  of  the  fact  that  any  number  of 
prospectors  have  gone  over  the  State  time  and  time  again. 
And,  furthermore,  yes,  a  few  mora  things  can  be  found  through 
modern  methods,  but  maybe  not  all  that  many. 

In  spite  of-this  intensive  look  that  has  been 
given  to  Nevada  by  prospectors  for  well  over  a  hundred  years, 
there  really  is  surprisingly  little  mining  In  Nevada.   In  1981, 
according  to  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Minus  .Mineral  Yearbook,  Nevada 
was  only  sixteenth  in  the  nation  in  production  for  value  of 
non-fuel  mineral  resources;  thirty-third  based  on  a  square  mile 
bas  i  s ,  per  aqua  re  mi le  basi  s . 

Also,  let  us  consider  —  I  mean,  that  is  just  -- 
there  lire  lots  more  important  mining  status  than  Nevada, 
obviously,  and  this  is  in  spite  of  the  fuel  thai  mont  of  it 


luts  been  available  for  prospect! ng  and  mining  and  bo  on  for 
well  over  a  hundred  years.   Consider  what  is  being  mined  now 
in  Nevada.   It  la  true  that  there  la  a  con si  durable  amount  of 
gold,  some  silver  mining  in  this  State  and,  yes,  Nevada  is  an 
important  gold  mining  state.   This  is  where  the  most  values 
wi  11  be  found. 

There  is  also,  of  course,  molybdenum  mining .   I 
guess  it  is  not  being  mined  right  now  since  the  Tonopah 
concentrator.   I  think  it  is  operating,  but  I  am  not  sure  if 
there  is  any  mining  there.   No  molybdenum  has  been  sold.   No, 
that  is  not  true.   I  guess  some  has  been  sold  to  Japan,  but 
not  much  from  that . 

What  I  am  trying  to  say,  there  is  quite  a  bit  of 
molybdenum  in  the  State,  not  only  in  Tonopah,  but  Exxon  has  a 
.rather  large  find  in  eastern  Nevada.   But  my  God,  we  have  more 
moly  than  we  know  what  to  do  with,  and  we  are  well  into  the 
2  1b  t  cent  ury . 

Consider  that  Anaconda  '  s  opera!,  ion  in  Tonopah  is 
very  much  in  doubt .   It  could  only  be  remise i  tu Led  by  a 
tremendous  growth  in  our  steel  industry,  which  is  unlikely  to 
take  place. 

Furthermore,  Moly  Corp  at  Questa,  New  Mexico,  haB 
recently  completed  a  third  of  a  million  dollar  expansion  and 
re no vol  ion  program,  a  moly  operation;  the  Thompson  Creek 
operation  in  Idaho,  development  of  thiB  has  continued  about  to  thl: 
present.   It  may  stop.   This  Is  of  the  same  order  of  magnitude 
as  the  Tonopah  operat  ion ;  the  exploration  at  Quartz  Hill . 
The  development  of  Quartz  Hill  in  Alaska  is  continuing.   This 
property  is  of  the  order  ten  times  greater  than  anything  that 
we  have  been  talking  about  now. 
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for    Che    year    2000. 

And    I    think    that   we    should    set    aside    a    reasonable 
amount    here .       More    than   we   will    really,    muoh  more    than   wo    are 
going    to. 

Furthermore,    I   do    resent    the   whole    idea,    even    thoutjh 
I    am   a   mining  man   and   mining   has    its    place    here    on    public    lands, 
but    public    land    should    not    be    administered    strictly    for   mining, 
,isj    Hl-hk:    ot    you    would    have     it.       Thuitk    you. 


spona 


ie   Number   1 


Your  support  for  the  All  Wilderness  Alternatives  for  the  WSA's  In  the  Egan  Resource  Area 
has    been   noted. 

Response   Number   2 

m 

The  statement  from  the  Technical  Report  refers  to  the  fact  that  some  nations  subsidize 
their  copper  industries  with  wealth  drawn  from  other  domestic  Industries,  then  export 
the    copper  at   very  competitive    prices   so  as   to  acquire    foreign  exchange. 
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MS.  TANNER:   Hell,  if  I  can  decipher  these  notes 
tonight,  I  might  have  something  to  say  to  you.   My  name  ie 
Karen  Tanner  and  I  live  in  Reno  and  I  am  speaking  Just  for 
mysc 1 f . 

I  am  a  school  teacher,  an  elementary  school 
teacher.   In  school  the  other  day  we  were  having  a  discussion 
in  social  studies.   I  teach  three  of  the  fifth  grade  classes 
social  studies,  because  we  trade  four  different  subjects,  and 
we  were  doing  sort  of  an  overview  of  the  whole  United  States 
and  talking  about  the  different  natural  regions  and  what  each 
of  those  regions  had  to  offer . 

We  were  talking  about  the  natural  resources  of 
the  land  as  a  whole  and,  gee,  why  were  people  Interested  in 
coming  there  from  Europe.   And  so  we  began  listing  what  things 
land  had  to  give  us.   I  like  to  teach  by  asking  questions 
rather  than  telling  the  children. 

So  we  were  listing  them  on  the  board  and  they 
,were  giving  me  some  ideas,  and  we  listed  forests,  and  water 
and  minerals  and  oil,  and  gas  and  coal. 

Then  one  little  girl  raised  her  hand,  and  she  Is 
sort  of  u  slow-speaking  child,  and  she  kind  of  is  slow  In  a 
lot  of  ways,  but  she  said  very  quietly,  "Beauty." 

An. I  I  .h.i  id,  "Whal  ?" 

Ami  she  repealed  U.   She  said.  "Beauty." 
I  had  never  had  thin  come  vip  before  and  I  have 
been  Leaching  nine  yearn.   I  thought:   Well,  yes,  Erica,  you 
really  have  a  good  Idea  there. 

And  then  I  asked  the  children,  "Well,  can  the  land 
1  be  valuable  Just  for  Itself]  Is  beauty  a  value?" 

And  we  did  discuss  that  for  a  while  and  there 


were  different  opinions  on  that.   I  won't  go  into  that  right 
now,  but  it  really  points  out  how  we  are  at  sort  of  a  turning 
point  right  now  In  that  our  historical  perspective  has  always 
been  one  of  needing  to  use  the  land  for  Its  economic  benefits, 
and  now  we  are  just  --  this  whole  inventory  is  sort  of  a 
symbol  of  fact  beginning  to  change  and  develop  a  land  ethic 
now  that  we  are  finally  running  out  to  the  end  of  our  land, 
that  perhaps  there  are  other  values  besides  the  economic  value. 

Well,  all  that  Just  sort  of  givea  you  an 
indication  that  I,  of  course,  will  be  speaking  In  favor  of 
wilderness.   And,  so  to  speak  specifically  to  your  proposal, 
I  would  like  to  say  that  I  think  you  did  a  really  fine  job 
and  I  like  your  preferred  alternative,  although  I  would  make 
additions  to  that. 

The  Park  Range  Is  fantastic.   That  Is  great.   I 
don't  sec  any  resource  conflicts  there.   The  wilderness  values 
are  high  and  that  Is  Just  a  real  --  that  is  a  shoe-In.   That 
is  great. 

Riordau's  Wei],  1  would  --  I  would  ask  for  the 
whole  thing.   I  think  that  while  down  In  the  boot-shape  unit 
It  does  have  some  mineral  potential  on  that,  that  is  speculative. 
And  in  the  north,  1  think  it  is  very  important  that  this  area 
is  adjoining  to  the  Slue  Eagle  Unit,  which  Is  also  a  WSA. 

And  I  think  that  In  the  preferred  alternative 
that  boundary  in  pulled  back  away  from  the  Blue  Eagle  Unit,  and 
1  think  that  it  should  be  maintained  adjoining  In  the  hopes 
that  perhaps  we  can  make  some  kind  of  a  significant  complex 
some  day,  maybe  even  to  the  point  of  closing  that  road.   I 
think  we  have  a  great  opportunity  there. 

Let's  see.   The  Goahute  Canyon  Is  a  beautiful  area. 
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Your  proposal  is  good,  but  I  think  what  we  really  need  Is, 
again,  the  whole  tiling . 

In  the  south  it  is  quite  Bcenic  and  it  *.a  known, 
the  whole  area  is  known  for  its  wilderness  qualities.   The 
conflict  is,  again,  mineral.   And,  again,  I  would  Bay  that  that 
is  speculative  and  we  really  need  to  find  out  more  about  that 
before  we  cut  so  n.uch  out  of  the  Goshutu  Canyon  Unit. 

And  last  of  all,  the  South  Egan  Range.   I  would 
propose  that  we  keep  a  portion  of  the  South  Egan  Range  and 
that  we  go  with  the  wilderness  emphasis  alternative.   It  1b 
highly  scenic,  especially  the  nine  i.iile  canyon  area.   I  know  that 
there  are  a  lot  of  conflicts  with  this  area,   I  know  that  there 
are  a  lot  of  cherrysLom  roads,  but  I  think  with  the 
wilderness  emphasis  alternative,  that  where  you  pull  back  the 
txiitini.i  i  ■  i  i  n    to  thai  western  bench,  th.it  you  have  eliminated  the 
major  i  ty  of  the  cherry  stem  problem,  granted  thete  are  still 
roads  penetrating  Lhe  central  purl;  ion,  but  these  roads  are  of 
a  low  qua  1  it y , 

I  think  that  we  -  -  th.it  I  h  i s  ,:rea  is  important 
enough  t  hat  we  should  consider  some  other  alternatives ,  whether 
it  were  to  break  this  un  it  up  Into  two  separate  un  i t s  and 
cons  itler  them  that  way ,  or  I  would  prefer  that  perhaps  those 
roads  --  those  portions  of  those  roads  be  closed. 

And ,  last  of  al L ,  I  Would  like  to  re -emphasize 
like  sci  Ettany  people,  have  done ,  that  we  are  really  talking 
about  a  vi-ry  ,  ve  ry  sum  1 1  port  i  on  of  this  ent  i  re  resource  area  . 
My  proposal  is  just  a  little  over  four  and  a  half  percent. 
That  is  just  negligible,  and  if  you  were  really  to  be  truly 
democratic  and  divide  this  area  up  amongst  the  different 
multiple  uses  that  are  listed  in  t  he  organic  act;  what  are 


there,  maybe  four  or  six  different  amounts?   Maybe  wilderness" 
should  be  getting  20  percent  or  25  percent.   So  I  think 
four  and  a  half  percent  is  a  very  small  percentage  to  ask. 

Also,  I  think  it  is  very  important  to  note 
what  Roger  had  said,  that  if  indeed  these  areas  are  recommended, 
tli at  the  USGS  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  arc  then  required  to  do 
an  intensive  study  of  these  areas  for  their  mineral  potential. 

I  agree  with  Bob  Warren  that  the  mineral  study 
bo  far  is  highly  Inadequate  and  they  do  need  to  be  able  to  be 
1 ooked  at  much  more  thorough  1 y .   So  I  think  it  woul d  be  to 
everyone's  benefit  to  have  these  areas  be  recommended  and  then 
have  a  thorough  study  done  and  then  make  the  final  decision, 
Last  of  all,  I  would  just  like  to  say  that  -- 
conclude  with  a  thought  that  we  should  really  begin  thinking  of 
not  just  ourselves  and  our  particular  lifetime,  but  our  future 
generat  ions . 

I  have  two  teenagers  and  am  contemplating 
grandmotherhood  not  too  long  down  the  road,  and  I  would  like 
to  think  my  children  and  their  children  and  even  200  years  from 
now,  my  distant  relatives  will  be  able  to  have  some  sort  of 
choice  in  what  is  to  be  done  with  our  land. 

We  are  down  to  the  very  last  little  bit  of  it 
that  we  are  looking  at  now  and  that  is  like  our  money  in  the 
savings  bank.   We  are  faced  with  the  choice  now  of  whether  we 
are  going  to  spend  all  our  savings  now  or  hold  some  of  that  in 
trust . 

So  I  would  say  that  if  we  err  --  I  think  we 
should  err  on  the  side  of  wilderness,  because  once  that  land  is 
opened,  it  cannot  be  returned  to  a  wilderness  state.   But  if  it 
is  protected  as  wilderness,  it  is  not  locked  up.   It  is  Just 
held  in  trust  for  a  future  decision.   Thank  you. 
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Response    Number    I 

Your  support  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  the  Park  Range  In  Che  Draft  document  hae 
been   noted. 

Response  Number  2 

Your  preference  for  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  for  the  Rlordan's  Well  WSA  has  been 
noted.  The  most  Important  values  In  the  Riordan's  Well  WSA,  IncludLng  the  raptor 
habitat,  scenic  areas,  and  ponderosa  pine,  are  still  contained  In  the  Proposed  Action. 
ThLs  suitable  portion  still  forms  an  Integral  component  of  the  Grant  Range  complex  which 
Includes    the    Blue    Eagle    WSA   and    the    Forest    Service's    Grant    and    Qulnn  Range    RARE    II    areas. 

Response   Number   3 

Your    support    for   the    All   Wilderness   Alternative    for    the  Coshute    Canyon  WSA   la    noted. 

Response   Number   4 

In  case  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA,  the  body  of  Information  concerning  mineral  potential 
Is  extensive  and  well-researched.  Where  such  information  Is  mainly  cursory  for  other 
areas,   It  Is   believed   adequate   In  this  case    to  make  major  boundary  adjustments. 

P-esponse   Number    5 

Your  support  for  the  57,660-acre,  Wilderness  Emphasis  Alternative  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  In  the  draft  document  is  noted.  The  BLH  does  recognize  that  the  South  Egan  Range 
contains  highly  scenic  portions,  raptor  habitat,  and  many  opportunities  for  recreation. 
The  area  would  be  given  special  attention  for  possible  recreational  developments  and 
would   be   managed   in   a  manner   to   preserve    these   special  values. 

No  single  factor  Is  responsible  for  the  nonsul table  recommendation  for  the  South  Egan 
Range  WSA.  Rather,  It  Is  the  combination  of  factors  enumerated  in  this  document  and  the 
Technical  Report  that  Is  the  cause.  Any  one  of  these  factors  might  successfully  be 
mitigated,    but   the   combination  of   them   presents  an  Insurmountable   problem. 


MS.    WOOD  IN:       I'm  Terry   Woodin.       My    address    is 
Reno,    Nevada.       I    represent    .nyself   and    a    large    family. 

My  main  remarks  are  directed  Lo,  one,  thanking 
you  for  your  courage  In  this  political  climate  to  be  willing 
to  set  aside  any  landB  for  wilderness  designation.  A  bit  of 
chagrin  to  find  my  tax  dollars  are  paying  for  statements  that 
essentially  say,  "No  land  can  be  set  aside,"  because  in  order 
to  set  it  aside  we  first  have  to  explore  to  see  if  there  are 
mineral    resources. 

And    the    sort    of   exploration    that    was    described 
would,     in    effect,    destroy   any   wilderness    designation    that    was 
there    to    begin    with. 

And    to    urge    you    to    include    in    your   wilderness 
areas    not    only    those   which    you  have    already    included,    but 
those   which    are    j  us t    recommended    to    you   by    the    previous    speaker, 
because    as    -  -    not   only    as    a   mother    of    a    large    family,    as    a 
scientist       I    realize    the    necessity    for    keeping    some    for    future 
generations    to   explore    areas    which    have    not    been    touched    or 
thtuKij'.rd,    iiu    Lhut     riling*    tl.al.    wu    now    Ju    mil     unt  tc  Ipa  to    buiujj 
valuable   will    be    available    to    be    Utilized    In    the    future. 
Thank    y*ji*. 
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Response  Number  1 

Your  support  for  wilderness  Ls  noted. 
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STATE  OFFICE  OF  COMMUNITY  SERVICES 

Cipilol  Complex 

C  arson  Cily.  Nevada    K9710 

(702)  885-4420 

June  1,  198  4 


Edward  F.  Spang,  Director 
Nevada  State  Office 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  12000 
Reno,  Nevada   89520 

NV  SAI  No.  84300010 
Dear  Mr.  Spang: 


RE 


:  Governor's  Consistency  Review 


The  State  has  reviewed  the  Proposed  Ryan  Resource  Management 
Plan  and  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  consistency 
with  the  State's  plans,  policies  and  programs. 

After  this  review,  and  after  discussion  among  the  various 
State  agencies  as  well  as  with  representatives  of  your  agency, 
the  State  is  reiterating  the  concerns  expressed  in  the  State  con- 
sensus position  on  wilderness  sent  to  you  in  January  in  response 
to  your  draft  document. 


Specifically,  while  we  concur  with  your  position  on  the  Park 
Range  Wilderness  Study  Area  and  the  South  Egan  Range  Wilderness 
Study  Area,  we  remain  in  disagreement  about  the 
areas. 


remaining  two 


In  both  the  Riordan's  Well  Wilderness  Studv  Area 


and  the 


central  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Wilderness  Study  Area,  the 
State  feels  that  the  mineral  potential  is  well  documented.  New 
studies  released  since  the  State  developed  its  consensus  position 
only  reinforce  this  position.   While  we  do  recognize  the  wilder- 


ness values 


rogr 
present  in  both  areas,  the  State  contends  that  the 
minerals  conflicts  render  both  areas  unsuitable  for  wildernpss 
designation.   We  would  support  the  consideration  cf  other  methods 
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Rdward  F.  Spang 
Page  -2- 


of  protection  of  the  natural  and  scenic  and  recreational  values 
of  these  areas.  However,  we  urge  you  to  drop  from  further 
wilderness  consideration  all  of  the  Riordan's  Well  Wilderness 
Study  Area  and  that  portion  of  the  Goshute  Canyon  Wilderness 
Study  Area  that  extends  south  of  the  existing  natural  area  along 
Goshute  Creek. 

The  State  appreciates  the  opportunity  to  review  this  docu- 
ment, and  the  willingness  of  your  agency  to  discuss  it  with  us. 
Please  notify  us  of  any  further  action  on  this  matter. 

Sincerely , 
/? 


-7 


/ 


■■/l/Yiol^r  (Jj/la,  t — 


imda    A.    Ryan 
Director 
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B.S.  Wildlife  Mgt. 
Oregon  State  University 

B.S.  Zoology 
Univ.  of  Arizona 

B.S.  Agronomy 

Univ.   of  Nevada-Reno 

(1  yr.   graduate-Soil  Science 

B.S.   Art  Education 
Univ.   of  Oregon 

B.S.  Biology 

William  Woods  College,  MO 
Range  Management  Studies 
New  Mexico  State  Univ. 

B.S.  Range  Science 
Utah  State  Univ. 

B.S.  Range  Resources 
Oregon  State  Univ. 

B.S.  Wildlife  Mgt. 
Univ.  of  Nevada  -  Reno 

B.S.  Wildlife  Mgt. 
Humboldt  State  Univ. 


A. A.  College  of  Southern 
Utah 


Years  of 
Experience 

11 


16 

8 


13 
8 


4 

8 
8 
9 


Michael  Perkins    Wildlife 


B.S.  Wildlife  Science  and 

Fisheries  Science 
Utah  State  Univ. 
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Paula  Peterson 


Hardrock  Minerals 


Louise  Power 
Jacob  Rajala 


Edi tor/Proof reade! 


Environmental 
Review/WPPP 


Harry  T.  Rhea     Forestry 
William  D.  Robison  Oil  and  Gas 


Ronald  Sjogren 


Lands 


B.S.  Geology 
Univ.  of -Michigan 
M.S.  Geology 
Michigan  Tech.  Univ. 

B.S.  Park  Administration 
Texas  Tech.  Univ. 

13. A.,  M.A.  Anthropology 
M.S.  Forestry  &   Range  Mgt. 
Washington  State  Univ. 

B.S.  Forestry 
Univ.  of  Tennessee 

A. A.  Engineering 

South  Western  College 

B.S.-  Geology 

San  Diego  State  University 

B.A.  Geography 

San  Diego  State  University 


20 

10 

13 

6 


24 
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SUMMARY  OF  STUDY  POLICY  CRITERIA  AND  QUALITY  STANDARDS 


CRITERION  1   EVALUATION  OF  WILDERNESS  VALUES:   The  BLM  will  consider  the  extent  that  each  of  the 
following  factors  contributes  to  the  overall  wilderness  value  of  the  area. 

-Mandatory  Wilderness  Characteristics:   The  quality  of  the  WSAs  wilderness  characteristics 
(size,  naturalness,  and  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation). 

-Special  Features:   The  quality  of  the  optional  wilderness  characteristics  (ecological,  geo- 
logical or  other  features  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value). 

-Multiple  Resource  Benefits:   The  benefits  to  other  resource  values  which  only  wilderness  des- 
ignation of  the  area  could  ensure. 

-Diversity  In  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  (NWPS):   How  wilderness  designation 
of  the  area  would  contribute  to  expanding  the  diversity  of  the  NWPS.   To  be  addressed  are; 
ecosystems  and  land  forms,  areas  within  a  day's  driving  time,  and  balancing  the  geographic 
distribution  of  wilderness  areas. 


CRITERION  2  MANAGEAB I L I TY :   The  area  must  be  capable  of  being  effectively  managed  to  preserve  Its 
wilderness  character. 


QUALITY  STANDARDS:  These  six  standards  will  be  applied  to  each  WSA  and  the  Information  gathered 
will  be  analyzed  and  documented  In  the  wilderness  environmental  Impact  statement  and  wilderness 
study  reports. 


ENERGY  AND  MINERAL  RESOURCE  VALUES:  Each  WSA's  Identified  or  potential  energy  and  mineral  re- 
source values  will  be  assessed  before  making  a  suitability  recommendation.  All  areas  recom- 
mended as  suitable  for  wilderness  preservation  will  have  a  U.S.  Geological  Survey/Bureau  of 
Mines  mineral  survey  completed  before  Congress  reviews  the  final  recommendations. 

IMPACTS  ON  OTHER  RESOURCES:  The  resource  values  or  uses  of  the  WSA  which  would  be  foregone  or 
adversely  affected  by  wilderness  designation  will  be  considered. 

IMPACTS  OF  NONDESIGNATION  ON  WILDERNESS  VALUES:  If  an  area  were  not  designated  as  wilderness, 
those  values  which  would  be  foregone  or  adversely  affected  will  be  considered. 

PUBLIC  COMMENT:  The  BLM  will  consider  all  comments  received  from  the  public  at  all  levels  — 
local,  state,  regional  and  national. 

LOCAL  SOCIAL  AND  ECONOMIC  EFFECTS:  The  BLM  will  give  special  attention  to  local  adverse  or 
favorable  economic  and  social  effects,  Identified  through  the  wilderness  study  process,  In 
determining  the  suitability  recommendations. 

CONSISTENCY  WITH  OTHER  PLANS:  The  BLM  will  consider  the  extent  to  which  Its  suitability  rec- 
ommendations are  consistent  with  approved  and  adopted  resource-related  plans  of  state  and 
local  governments  and  Indian  tribes. 
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Appendix  B 

Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area 

Assessment  of  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

After  an  intensive  inventory,  it  has  been  determined  that  the  Goshute 
Canyon  Natural  Area  does  not  by  itself  possess  wilderness  characteris- 
tics.  The  basis  for  this  determination  is  as  follows: 

Area  Description  and  Size  -  This  Natural  Area  consists  of  a  narrow, 
wooded  creek  canyon  and  an  upper  basin  containing  sagebrush  and  other 
low-lying  shrubs.   The  total  size  of  the  area  is  7,650  acres;  however, 
a  road  divides  the  Natural  Area  into  an  eastern  and  western  portion. 

Naturalness  -  The  eastern  portion  of  the  unit  (Nl)  contains  4,400  acres 
that  appear  to  be  in  a  substantially  natural  condition.  The  western 
portion  is  further  divided  into  two  apparently  natural  portions: 
(N2  (1,580  acres)  and  N3  (740  acres). 

Outstanding  Opportunities  - 

Solitude:  There  are  no  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  in 
the  designated  Natural  Area.  The  sizes  of  the  natural  portions  of 
the  designated  Natural  Area  serve  to, restrict  opportunities  for 
solitude.  Additionally,  neither  the  vegetative  nor  the  topographic 
screening  is  sufficient  to  provide  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Neither  the  diversity  nor  the 
quality  of  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  is 
outstanding  in  the  designated  Natural  Area. 

Supplemental  Values  -  Scenic,  archaeological,  and  scientific  values  (the 
presence  of  an  endangered  fish) is  present  in  the  unit. 

Because  this  area  does  not  meet  either  the  naturalness  or  solitude  or 
primitive  recreation  criterion  set  by  the  Wilderness  Act  for  wilderness 
qualification,  this  Natural  Area  does  not  by  itself  qualify  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Description  of  Status  of  Contiguous  Roadless  Lands: 

The  lands  contiguous  to  the  designated  Natural  Area  make  up,  along  with 
the  Natural  Area,  wilderness  review  area  NV-040-015,  195,100  acres  of 
which  are  currently  in  the  intensive  inventory  phase  of  the  wilderness 
review  process.  Much  of  this  area  is  highly  intruded  with  undocumented 
routes  and  imprints  of  man's  work  associated  with  ranching  and  mining 
activities.  A  28,600  acre  portion  of  the  unit,  NV-040-015A,  was  dropped 
from  further  wilderness  consideration  during  the  initial  inventory.   It 
is,  however,  part  of  the  roadless  land  contiguous  to  the  Natural  Area. 
The  total  area  of  the  contiguous  roadless  lands  is  223,700  acres.  About 
6,700  of  these  acres  are  privately  owned,  with  the  rest  under  management 
by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  At  this  time,  the  Natural  Area  and  its 
contiguous  lands  that  are  being  inventoried  remain  under  the  interim 
management  protection  provided  for  all  lands  under  wilderness  review. 
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Appendix  B 

Documentation  of  the  Reason  for  Deferral  of  the  Recommendation  on  Wilderness 
Suitability:  —— 

A  special,  separate  intensive  inventory  was  conducted  on  the  designated 
Natural  Area,  and  the  conclusion  drawn  by  this  inventory  was  that  the 
Natural  Area  does  not  qualify  by  itself  for  wilderness.  There  is  a  possi- 
bility, however,  that  the  Natural  Area  might  possess  wilderness  characteris- 
tics when  considered  together  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands.  These 
contiguous  roadless  lands  are  currently  under  intensive  wilderness  inventory, 
Until  this  inventory  is  complete,  a  recommendation  on  the  Goshute  Canyon 
Natural  Area  will  be  deferred. 

Schedule  for  Completion  Date  of  the  Study  on  Contiguous  Lands: 

The  schedule  for  completion  of  the  intensive  inventory  of  the  contiguous 
lands  is  the  same  as  for  all  intensive  inventory  units  in  Nevada.  Final 
State  Director  decisions  will  be  made  on  September  30,  1980.  If  the  unit 
is  found  to  qualify  for  wilderness  study,  a  suitability  recommendation  on 
the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  will  be 
made  following  the  completion  of  the  Resource  Management  Plan  for  the  Egan 
Resource  Area,  scheduled  for  June  30,  1985.  An  environmental  impact  state- 
ment is  also  scheduled  for  completion  in  1985. 

If  the  contiguous  lands  are  found  to  lack  wilderness  characteristics,  a 
final  report  will  be  submitted  on  the  inventoried  area  by  January  30,  1981. 
If  protests  or  appeals  are  registered  on  the  September  30  decision,  the 
final  report  will  be  submitted  three  months  after  the  protest  or  appeal  is 
resolved. 

A  Geological  Survey  -  Bureau  of  Mines  mineral  survey  should  be  scheduled 
for  the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  lands  in  1983. 
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BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

Goshute  Canyon  was  designated  a  Natural  Area  on  December  22,  1970. 
It  was  thereby  segregated  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
public  land  laws,  except  the  Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  and 
the  material  sale  and  mineral  leasing  laws.  It  has  also  been  segre- 
gated from  appropriation  under  the  general  mining  laws.  The  purpose 
of  this  designation  is  to  protect  the  Utah  Cutthroat  Trout,  a  fish 
which  inhabits  Goshute  Creek  and  which  is  on  the  State's  endangered 
species  list.   (See  Federal  Register,  22  December,  1970,  p.  19367). 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

A.  The  Utah  Cutthroat  Trout,  listed  by  the  State  of  Nevada  as 
an  endangered  species,  inhabits  Goshute  Creek,  located  with- 
in the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area. 

B.  Two  minor  archaeological  finds  have  been  located  in  and 
collected  from  the  Natural  Area. 

III.  Description  of  the  Report  Area: 

The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands 
are  located  in  the  central  portion  of  the  Cherry  Creek  Range.  The 
Natural  Area  consists  of  a  high  meadow  bowl  and  a  creek  canyon. 
Much  of  the  contiguous  roadless  land  south  of  the  Natural  Area  con- 
sists of  rugged  mountains,  while  the  contiguous  roadless  land  to  the 
north  is  composed  of  less  rugged,  more  rolling  mountains,  plus  a 
significant  portion  of -valley  floor  and  benchlands. 

Vegetation  in  the  Natural  Area  includes  some  pinyon  pine, 
juniper,  and  aspen,  as  well  as  conifers,  cottonwoods  and  willows 
in  Goshute  Canyon,  but  the  dominant  vegetative  form  is  sagebrush. 
South  of  the  Natural  Area,  tree  cover  is  thicker,  and  in  some  areas, 
in  particular  in  several  draws,  is  very  dense,  A  forest  fire  has 
recently  burned  a  portion  of  the  unit  south  of  the  Natural  Area. 
The  mountains  north  of  the  Natural  Area  support  only  scattered  stands 
of  pinyon,  juniper  and  white  fir,  and  the  dominant  vegetative  forms  are 
low  brush  forbs.  The  valley  portions  are  entirely  treeless. 

The  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  is  located  in  the  Ely  District's  Cherry 
Creek  Planning  Unit  which  is  over  2,000,000  acres  in  size.  Approximately 
196  persons  were  directly  and  indirectly  employed  in  the  recreation 
industry  in  the  Planning  Unit  around  1972,  but  only  about  21  of  these 
persons  were  dependent  on  recreation  activities  in  Natural  Resource  Lands. 

A  survey  of  residents  of  the  Cherry  Creek  Planning  Unit  discovered  that 
most  residents  utilized  public  lands  for  recreation  purposes,  but  are 
opposed  to  preservation  of  recreation  values  at  the  expense  of  jobs  and 
income.  Most  also  want  development  of  National  Resource  Lands.  Certain 
specific  groups  such  as  the  White  Pine  Sportsmen,  the  Nevada  Outdoor 
Recreation  Association,  and  the  Bristlecone  Pine  Riders  generally  oppose 
development  of  these  lands. 
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GRAZING  ALLOTMENTS  IN  THE  WSA'S 


WSA 


Goshute  Canyon 


Park  Range 


& 
••i 


Riordan's  Well 


South  Egan  Range 


Allotment 


Indian  Creek 
Goshute  Basin 
Medicine  Butte 
Cherry  Creek 

Hick's  Station 
Snowball 
Morey  Unit 

Duckwater  (Hildebrand 
Use  Area) 

Duckwater  (Currant 

Ranch  Use  Area) 
Hardy  Springs 
Butte rfield 
Forest  Moon 
Reserved  for  Wildlife 

Rock  Canyon 
Chimney  Rock 
Brown  Knoll 
Sheep  Pass 
Six  Mile  Ranch 
Cattle  Camp/ 
Cave  Valley 
Shingle  Pass 
Hardy  Springs 


District 
Administered 

By 


Ely 
Ely 
Ely 
Ely 

Battle  Mountain 
Battle  Mountain 
Battle  Mountain 

Ely 


Class 

of 

Livestock 


%  of 

Allotment 

in  WSA 


Cattle 
Cattle  & 
Cattle  & 
Cattle 

Cattle 
Cattle 
Cattle 

Sheep 


Sheep 
Sheep 


55% 

68% 

2% 

13% 

20% 

n 

10% 

6'^ 


Ely 

Cattle 

61 

Ely 

Cattle 

5% 

Battle  Mountain 

Cattle 

11% 

Ely 

Cattle 

15% 

Ely 

-- 

32% 

Ely 

Cattle 

41% 

Ely 

Cattle  S  Sheep 

80% 

Ely 

Cattle 

42% 

Ely 

Cattle 

35% 

Ely 

Cattle 

7% 

Ely 

Cattle 

7% 

Ely 

Cattle 

51% 

Ely 

Cattle 

19% 

No.    AUM's 

Active 
Preference 


177 

633 

15,174 

6,915 

180 
853 
450 

540 


2,440 
5,746 
4,779 
3,980 


432 
684 
135 
1,150 
162 

6,878 
2,802 
3,980 


Approximate 
AUM's/WSA 


311 
400 
375 

35 
30 
35 

25 


150 

115 

200 

35 


86 
410 

40 

690 

2 

138 

,500 
.400 
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T&E  and   Sensitive  Species  List 


Species  Name 

Bald  Eagle 

(Haliaeetus  levcocephalus) 


Bonneville  Cutthroat  Trout 
(Salmo  clarki  utah) 

Ferruginous  Hawk 
(Buteo  regal  is) 


Status 


Endangered 


Endangered 
Category  2* 


Peregrine  Falcon 
(Falco  peregrinus) 


Endangered 


Spotted  Bat 
(Euderma  maculata) 

Oneleaf  Torrey  Milkvetch 
(Astragalus  calycosus 
var.   monophyllidius) 


Category  2* 
Category  3C** 


Management  Areas 

Scattered  -  winter  near  open 
water/wetland.     Found  in 
Goshute  Canyon,   Park  Range, 
South  Egan  Range,   and 
Riordan's  Well   WSA's. 

Goshute  Creek  -  found  in 
Goshute  Canyon  WSA. 

Nests  in  juniper  stringers 
near  white  sage  flats,  most 
commonly  on  the  east  side 
of  valleys.     Found  in  Goshute 
Canyon,  Riordan's  Well,   and 
South  Egan  Range  WSA's. 

Scattered  -  most  common  in 
areas  with  high  concentra- 
tions of  small   birds.     Found 
in  Goshute  Canyon,   Park 
Range,  Riordan's  Well,   and 
South  Egan  Range  WSA's. 

Rocky  ledges  -  sighted  in 
the  Goshute  Canyon  WSA. 

Calcareous  outcrops  - 
Riordan's  Well   WSA. 


Category  2  -  Comprises  taxa  for  which  information  now  indicates  that 
proposing  to  list  the  species  as  Endangered  or  Threatened  is  possibly 
appropriate,   but  for  which  substantial   data  are  not  currently  available  to 
biologically  support  a  proposed  rule.     Further  biological    research  and  field 
study  will   usually  be  necessary  to  ascertain  the  status  of  the  taxa  in  this 
category. 


** 


Category  3C  -  Comprises  taxa  proven  to  be  more  abundant  or  widespread 
than  originally  believed  and/or  not  subject  to  any  identifiable  threat. 
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ALLOTMENT:  An  area  allocated  for  the  use  of  the  livestock  of  one  or  more 
qualified  grazing  permittees  including  prescribed  numbers  and  kinds  of 
livestock  under  one  plan  of  management. 

ALLOTMENT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  (AMP):  A  documented  program  which  applies  to 
livestock  grazing  on  the  public  lands,  prepared  in  consultation, 
cooperation,  and  coordination  with  the  permittee(s) ,  lessee(s),  or  other 
involved  affected  interests.  (See  43  CFR  4100.0-5.) 

ANIMAL  UNIT  MONTH  (AUM) :  The  amount  of  forage  necessary  for  the  sustenance 
of  one  cow  or  its  equivalent  for  a  period  of  one  month. 

AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN  (ACEC):  Areas  within  the  public 
lands  where  special  management  attention  is  required  (when  such  areas 
are  developed  or  used  or  where  no  development  is  required)  to  protect 
and  prevent  irreparable  damage  in  important  historic,  cultural,  or 
scenic  values,  fish  and  wildlife  resources  or  other  natural  systems  or 
processes,  or  to  protect  life  and  safety  from  natural  hazards. 

BENCH:  A  series  of  confluent  alluvial  fans  along  the  base  of  a  mountain 
range. 

BENEFICIATION:  The  process  of  concentrating  or  otherwise  preparing  ore  for 
smelting. 

CHAINING:  A  method  of  vegetation  manipulation  consisting  of  dragging  an 
anchor  chain  through  vegetation  to  break  off  or  uproot  shrubs  or  trees. 

CHERRYSTEM:  A  boundary  configuration  in  which  the  boundary  of  a  wilderness 
study  area  or  proposed  wilderness  is  drawn  around  a  dead-end  road  or 
'  other  linear  feature  so  as  to  exclude  that  road  or  feature  from  the 
wilderness  study  area  or  proposed  wilderness. 

CHERRYSTEM  ROAD:  A  dead-end  road  excluded  from  wilderness  study  by  means  of 
a  cherrystem. 
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CULTURAL  RESOURCES:  Those  fragile  and  nonrenewable  remains  of  human 
activity,  occupation,  or  endeavor,  reflected  in  districts,  sites, 
structures,  buildings,  objects,  artifacts,  ruins,  works"  of  art,' 
architecture  and  natural  features,  that  were  of  importance  in  human 
events.  These  resources  consist  of  (1)  physical  remains,  (2)  areas 
where  significant  human  events  occurred—  even  though  evidence  of  the 
event  may  no  longer  remain  and  (3)  the  environment  immediately 
surrounding  the  resource. 

DESERT  LAND  ENTRY:   The  application  under  the  Desert  Land  Act  of  1877  for 

arid  and  semi -arid  western  public  lands  for  farming  purposes.  This  Act 

is  to  encourage  and  promote  the  reclamation,  by  irrigation,  of  these 

desert  lands.   It  permits  the  entry  of  up  to  320  acres  of  land  per 
individual. 

DISCOVERY:  A  term  used  in  connection  with  mining  claims.  As  stated  in  a 
legal  ruling  which  has  been  upheld  in  many  later  decisions,  it  is  "where 
minerals  have  been  found  and  the  evidence  is  of  such  a  character  that  a 
person  of  ordinary  prudence  would  be  justified  in  the  further 
expenditure  of  his  labor  and  means,  with  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
success,  in  developing  a  valuable  mine..." 

DRIFT  FENCE:  A  fence  designed  to  keep  livestock  from  getting  off  or  on  to  a 
range  or  confine  herds  to  specific  elevations. 

ECOSYSTEM:  A  complex  self-sustaining  natural  system  which  includes  living 
and  non-living  components  of  the  environment  and  the  interactions  that 
bind  them  together.  Its  functioning  involves  the  circulation  of  matter 
and  energy  between  organisms  and  their  environment. 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES:  Any  species  in  danger  of  extinction  throughout  all  or  a 
significant  portion  of  its  range,  as  identified  in  accordance  with  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 

FLPMA:  The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Public  Law 
94-579,  90  Stat.  2743,  43  USC  1701). 

FORAGE:  All  browse  and  herbaceous  foods  that  are  available  to  grazing 
animals.  It  may  be  grazed  or  harvested  for  feeding. 

GABION:  A  wire-mesh  structure  filled  with  stones  and  sunk  in  water  to 
provide  creek  stabilization. 

GUZZLER:  A  water  catchment  which  traps  and  stores  precipitation  in  a  water 
storage  area.  The  water  is  fed  into  a  trough  and  made  available  to 
wildlife  or  livestock. 

HABITAT:  All  elements  of  an  organism's  environment  needed  to  complete  its 
life  cycle  through  reproduction  including,  but  not  limited  to  food, 
cover,  water  and  living  space  in  the  amounts,  qualities  and  locations 
which  the  organism  requires  to  complete  its  life  cycle. 
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HABITAT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN:  An  officially  approved  plan  for  a  specific 
geographic  area  which  identifies  wildlife  habitat  and  related 
objectives,  establishes  the  sequence  of  actions  for  achieving  objectives 
and  outlines  procedures  for  evaluating  accomplishments. 

INHOLDING:  State  or  privately  owned  property  surrounded  by  the  WSA. 

INSTANT  STUDY  AREA:   One  of  the  primitive  or  natural  areas  formally 
identified  prior  to  November  1,  1975. 

KEY  RANGE:  Range  on  which  a  species  depends  for  survival;  there  are  no 
alternative  ranges  available. 

KGRA  (KNOWN  GEOTHERMAL  RESOURCE  AREA):  An  area  in  which  the  geology,  nearby 
discoveries  or  competitive  interests,  would  encourage  exploration  of 
geothermal  stream  or  associated  geothermal  resources. 

LEASABLE  MINERALS:  Those  minerals  subject  to  lease  by  the  Federal 
Government.  Includes  oil  and  gas,  coal,  geothermal,  phosphate,  sodium, 
potash  and  oil  shale. 

LITHIC:  Pertaining  to  stone. 

LOCATABLE  MINERALS:  Minerals  subject  to  disposal  and  development  through 
the  Mining  Law  of  1872  (as  amended).  Generally  includes  metallic 
minerals  such  as  gold  and  silver  and  other  materials  not  subject  to 
lease  or  sale. 

LONG-TERM:  Five  years  or  more  from  the  implementation  of  the  Congressionally 
selected  alternative. 

MANAGEABLE  WOODLAND:  Any  woodland  area  of  10  percent  or  greater  crown  cover 
located  on  a  slope  of  30  percent  or  less  which  has  existing  or  potential 
feasible  access. 

METALLIC  MINERALS:  Minerals  with  a  high  specific  gravity  and  metallic 
luster,  such  as  titanium,  tin,  lead,  iron,  etc. 

MINERAL  ENTRY:  Is  claim  location  on  Federal  lands  open  to  mining  for  the 
purpose  of  exploration  or  exploitation  of  minerals  located  there. 
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MINERAL  RESOURCE  POTENTIAL: 

High  Potential  -  High  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  when  the  geologic 
environment,  the  inferred  geologic  processes,  the  reported  mineral 
occurrences,  and  the  known  mines  or  deposits  indicate  high  favorability 
for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

Moderate  Potential  -  Moderate  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  when  the 
geologic  environment,  the  inferred  geologic  processes,  and  the  reported 
mineral  occurrences  indicate  moderate  favorability  for  accumulation  of 
mineral  resources. 

Low  Potential  -  Low  potential  "is  assigned  to  areas  when  the  geologic 
environment  and  the  inferred  geologic  processes  indicate  low 
favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

No  Potential  -  No  potential  is  assigned  to  areas  when  the  geologic 
environment  and  the  inferred  geologic  processes  do  not  indicate 
favorability  for  accumulation  of  mineral  resources. 

MINING  DISTRICT:   A  section  of  country  usually  designated  by  name  and 

described  or  understood  as  being  confined  within  certain  natural 

boundaries,  in  which  gold  or  silver  or  other  minerals  may  be  found  in 
paying  quantities. 

MULTIPLE-USE:  Balanced  management  of  the  various  surface  and  subsurface 
resources,  without  permanent  impairment  of  the  productivity  of  the  land 
that  will  best  meet  present  and  future  needs. 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES:  The  official  list  implemented  by  the 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  of  the  Nation's  cultural  resources 
worthy  of  preservation. 

NATURALNESS:  Refers  to  an  area  which  "generally  appears  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's 
works  substantially  unnoticeable."  (From  Section  2(c),  Wilderness 
Act). 

NATURAL  AREA:  An  area  of  unusually  natural  characteristics  where  management 
of  recreation  activities  is  necessary  to  preserve  those  characteristics. 

OFF-ROAD  VEHICLE  (ORV):  Any  motorized  vehicle  designed  for  or  capable  of 
cross-country  travel  on  or  immediately  over  land,  water,  sand,  snow, 
ice,  marsh,  swampland,  or  other  terrain. 

OPEN  DESIGNATION:  Areas  on  public  lands  where  motor  vehicles  may  be 
operated,  subject  only  to  standard  operating  regulations. 
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OUTSTANDING:  1.  standing  out  among  others  of  Us  kind;  conspicuous; 
prominent.  2.  superior  to  others  of  its  kind;  distinguished; 
excellent. 

PATENTED  MINING  CLAIM:  A  claim  in  which  title  has  passed  from  the  Federal 
Government  to  the  mining  claimant  under  the  mining  laws. 

PERMITTEE:  One  who  holds  a  permit  to  graze  livestock  on  public  land. 

PETROGLYPH:  A  form  of  rock  art  manufactured  by  incising,  scratching,  or 
pecking  designs  into  rock  surfaces. 

PINYON  AND  JUNIPER  ENCROACHMENT:  The  invasion  of  pinyon  pine  and  juniper 
trees  into  a  dominant  brushland  area  where  pinyon  pine  and  juniper  have 
not  previously  occurred  or  in  an  area  where  the  dominant  brushland  is 
essential  to  the  sustenance  of  wildlife  species. 

POST-FLPMA:  The  period  of  time  after  the  enactment  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  (October  21,  1976). 

PRECIOUS  MINERALS:  Minerals  identified  as  having  an  intrinsic  value.  These 
are  the  relatively  scarce  metals  such  as  gold,  silver,  and  the 
platinum-group  metals. 

PRE-FLPMA:  On  or  before  October  21,  1976. 

PRESCRIBED  BURNING:  Controlled  application  of  fire  to  wildland  fuels  in 
either  their  natural  or  modified  state,  under  such  conditions  of 
weather,  fuel,  moisture,  etc.,  as  to  allow  the  fire  to  be  confined  to  a 
predetermined  area  while  producing  the  intensity  of  heat  and  rate  of 
spread  required  to  achieve  certain  planned  objectives  of  silviculture, 
wildlife  management,  grazing,  fire  hazard  reduction  and  insect  and 
disease  control . 

PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION:  Nonmotorized  and  nondeveloped  types  of 
outdoor  recreational  activities. 

PUBLIC  LANDS:  Lands  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  through 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

RANGE  CONDITION:  The  present  state  of  vegetation  of  a  range  site  in  relation 
to  the  climax  plant  community  for  that  site.  It  is  an  expression  of  the 
relative  degree  to  which  the  kinds,  proportions,  and  amounts  of  plants 
in  the  present  plant  community  resemble  that  of  the  climax  plant 
community  for  the  site.  Range  condition  is  basically  an  ecological 
rating  of  the  plant  community.  Four  range  condition  classes  are  used  to 
express  the  degree  to  which  the  composition  of  the  present  plant 
community  reflects  that  of  the  climax:  Excellent  (76-100%),  Good 
(51-75%),  fair  (26-50%),  Poor  (0-25%). 
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RANGE  DEVELOPMENT:  Any  activity  on  or  relating  to  rangelands  designed  to 
improve  production  of  forage,  change  vegetation  composition,  control 
pattern  of  use,  provide  water,  stabilize  soil  and  water  conditions  and 
enhance  habitat  for  livestock,  fish,  wildlife  and  wild  horses  and  burros. 

RANGELAND  DRILL:  A  piece  of  machinery  used  to  dig  furrows  and  apply  seed  at 
the  same  time. 

RAPTOR:  A  bird  of  prey. 

RECREATION  VISITOR  DAY:  A  12-hour  period  spent  in  recreation  activities  by 
one  or  more  individuals  in  a  public  land  area.  The  time  may  be  spent, 
for  example,  by  one  individual  for  12  hours  or  3  individuals  for  4  hours 
each.  This  unit  helps  to  calculate  recreation  use. 

RIPARIAN:  Situated  on  or  pertaining  to  the  bank  of  a  river,  stream,  or  other 
body  of  water.  Normally  used  to  refer  to  plants  of  all  types  that  grow 
along  streams  or  around  springs. 

RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  (RMP):  The  basic  decision  document  of  BLM's 
resource  management  planning  process,  used  to  establish  allocation  and 
coordination  among  uses  for  the  various  resources  within  a  Resource 
Area.  An  RMP  is  a  "land-use  plan"  prescribed  by  Section  202  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act.  The  RMP  regulations  appear  at 
43  CFR  1601. 

ROAD:  A  vehicle  route  which  has  been  improved  and  maintained  by  mechanical 
means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use. 

ROADLESS:  For  the  purpose  of  the  wilderness  review  program,  this  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have  been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use.  A  way 
maintained  solely  by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does  not  constitute  a  road. 

SCOPING  SESSION:  An  early  and  open  process  for  determining  the  significant 
issues  related  to  a  proposed  action  which  are  to  be  addressed  in  the 
environment  impact  statement. 

SHORT-TERM:'  The  five-year  period  following  the  implementation  of  the 
Congressionally  selected  alternative. 

SOLITUDE:  1.  The  state  of  being  alone  or  remote  from  habitations; 
isolation.  2.     A  lonely,  unfrequented,  or  secluded  place. 

SUITABLE  FOR  PRESERVATION  AS  WILDERNESS:  Refers  to  a  recommendation  that 
certain  Federal  lands  satisfy  the  definition  of  wilderness  in  the 
Wilderness  Act  and  have  been  found  appropriate  for  designation  as 
wilderness  on  the  basis  of  an  analysis  of  the  existing  and  potential 
uses  of  the  land. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES:  Values  that  may  be  present  in  an  area  under 
consideration  for  wilderness,  such  as  ecological,  geological,  or  other 
features  or  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value.  They 
are  not  required  for  wilderness  designation,  but  their  presence  will 
enhance  an  area's  wilderness  quality. 

THREATENED  SPECIES:  Any  species  which  is  likely  to  become  an  endangered 
species  within  the  foreseeable  future  throughout  all  or  a  significant 
portion  of  its  range. 

UNIT  RESOURCE  ANALYSIS  (URA):  A  BLM  planning  document  which  contains  a 
comprehensive  display  of  physical  resource  data  and  an  analysis  of  the 
current  use,  production,  condition,  and  trend  of  the  resources  and  the 
potentials  and  opportunities  within  a  planning  unit,  including  a  profile 
of  ecological  values. 

VALID  MINING  CLAIM:  A  mining  claim  on  which  a  discovery  has  been  made. 
(See  "discovery.") 

VEGETATION  MANIPULATION:  Alternative  of  vegetation  by  fire,  mechanical, 
chemical,  or  biological  means  to  meet  management  objective. 

WATERSHED:  A  total  area  of  land  above  a  given  point  on  a  waterway  that 
contributes  runoff  water  to  the  flow  at  that  point. 

WAY:  A  vehicle  route  which  has  not  been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use. 

WICKIUP:  An  American  Indian  hut  made  of  brushwood  or  covered  with  mats. 

WILDCAT  WELL:  A  hole  drilled  to  explore  for  oil  and  gas  on  a  geologic 
structure  or  in  an  environment  that  has  never  produced. 

WILDERNESS:  An  uncultivated,  uninhabited,  and  usually  roadless  area  set 
aside  for  preservation  of  natural  conditions.  According  to  Section  2(c) 
of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

A  wilderness,  in  contrast  with  those  areas  where  man  and  his  own  works 
dominate  the  landscape,  is  hereby  recognized  as  an  area  where  the  earth 
and  its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a 
visitor  who  does  not  remain.  An  area  of  wilderness  is  further  defined 
to  mean  in  this  Act  an  area  of  undeveloped  Federal  land  retaining  its 
primeval  character  and  influence,  without  permanent  improvements  or 
human  habitation,  which  is  protected  and  managed  so  as  to  preserve  its 
natural  conditions  and  which  (1)  generally  appears  to  have  been  affected 
primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work 
substantially  unnoticeable;  (2)  has  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation;  (3)  has  at 
least  five  thousand  acres  of  land  or  is  of  sufficient  size  as  to  make 
practicable  its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition;  and  (4) 
may  also  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features  of 
scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value. 
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WILDERNESS  AREA:  An  area  formally  designated  by  Act  of  Congress  as  part  of 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS:  Key  characteristics  of  a  wilderness  listed  in 
Section  2(c)  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  and  used  by  BLM  in  its 
wilderness  inventory.  These  characteristics  include  size,  naturalness, 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude,  outstanding  opportunities  for 
primitive  or  unconfined  recreation  and  supplemental  values. 

WILDERNESS  MANAGEMENT:  The  management  of  lands  which  have  been  designated  by 
Act  of  Congress  as  wilderness  areas. 

WILDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS:  A  recommendation  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  or  the  President,  with 
respect  to  an  area's  suitability  or  nonsuitability  for  preservation  as 
wilderness. 

WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA):  A  roadless  area  or  island  that  has  been 
inventoried  and  found  to  have  wilderness  characteristics  as  described  in 
the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 

WILDERNESS  STUDY  CRITERIA:  The  criteria  and  quality  standards  developed  in 
the  Wilderness  Study  Policy  to  guide  planning  efforts  in  the  wilderness 
EIS's.  Refer  to  Appendix  A  for  a  list  of  the  criteria. 

WILDLIFE  HABITAT  IMPROVEMENT:  Any  procedure  or  activity  designed  to 
maintain  or  improve  aquatic  or  terrestrial  habitat,  including,  but  not 
limited  to  seeding  and  other  methods  of  vegetative  management,  water 
development,  fence  construction  and/or  modification  and  installation  of 
in-stream  structures. 

WILLOW  WADDLING:  A  creek  stabilization  method  using  cut  bundles  of  willows 
buried  near  the  waterline.  The  cut  willows  sprout  and  help  hold  the 
soil . 

WITHDRAWAL:  Removal,  or  withholding,  of  public  lands  by  statute,  or 
Secretarial  order,  from  operation  of  some  or  all  of  the  public  land  laws 
("surface",  mining  and/or  mineral  leasing  laws). 
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